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IN REPLY REFEll TO: 

United States Department of the Interior 
BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 

COLORADO RIVER AGENCY 
Roure I, Box 9-C 

Pllbr, Arizona 8S344 

Real Estate Services - MSC 410 
(520) 669-7141 

Dear Interested Individuals. Organizations and Agencies: 

fiAY 0 1 1996 

Enclosed is a copy of the Supplement to the Final Environmental Assessment (SEA) 
that evaluates alternatives to implement the expansion and construction of a new 
warehouse of the Westates Carbon Reactivation Plant, on leased land, located on 
the Colorado River Indian Reservation, La Paz County, AZ. 

Two alternatives, including no action, were analyzed. These alternatives 
considered a wide range o- regulatory and nonregulatory actions. The Supplement 
concludes that the findings are of no significant impact. Therefore, a Finding of No 
Signficant Impact (FONSI) :ias been issued on April 29, 1996. 

I appreciate your interest a ~d comments on the Supplement to the Final 
Environmental Assessment 

Sincerely, 

Superintendent 

Enclosure 

..-;::::i 7: · :-:-' 'C:'v7&ln'i Y". 1 ;;, ',. - ··- ::. -. .::: ,.:1 ! i\ I 

~--FEB O -~ 2001 lliJ 

BY: .. -----------------· 
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RE-CRA-FONSl-96-37 
FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

Westates Carbon-Arizona, Inc. 
Colorado River Indian Reservation 
I have determined that by implementation of the agency proposed action and 
environmental mitigation measures as specified in the Environmental Assessment, 
the expansion will have no significant impact on the quality of the human 
environment. This decision is based on the attached Supplement to the Final 
Environmental Assessment (EA) dated April 1996, for Westates Carbon proposed 
expansion of the operating capacity of the carbon reactivation facility and 
construction of a new warehouse facility under Lease No. 8-1122-CR with the 
Colorado River Indian Tribes (CRIT), LaPaz County, AZ. In accordance with Section 
102 (2) (c) of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as amended, an 
environmental impact statement will not be required. This determination is 
supported by the following findings: 

I. Agency and public involvement was conducted March 15th thru April 5th, 
1996 and environmental issues related to development of Westates Carbon 
Reactivation Plant Supplemental EA were identified. Alternative courses of 
action and mitigation measures were developed in response to environmental 
concerns and issues. See Chapter 4F, page 4-15 and Chapter 5. 

2. The EA discloses the environmental consequences of the proposed action 
and two viable alternatives, which includes the "No Action" alternative. See 
Chapter 28, pages 2-1 8 and 2-1 9 along with Chapter 4. 

3. Protective measures will be levied to protect air and water quality. 
See Chapter 5, pages 5-1 and 5-2. Specific mitigation measures include the 
installation of the air pollution control equipment as described in Section 
2.A.2.1. 5 "Flue Gas Treatment"; Sec. 2.A.2.1. 7. Protection Against Release 
of Contaminants; Section 2.A.2.1.9. Air Emission Summary; Resource 
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) Part 8 Permit; and Section 2.A.2.2.6 
"Dust Collection System" of the SEA. The facility's RCRA treatment storage 
and disposal facility permit will impose federally enforceable requirements on 
the facility. A monitoring and enforcement program and a pollution 
prevention plan shall be adopted by the lessee within one ( 1) year of the 
approved FONSI, in consultation and coordination with the Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA), ·Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) and CRIT to insure 
appropriate protection of air and water quality. The intent of the program is 
to minimize or reduce the facility contaminant emissions and discharge 
without compromising other controls currently in place, approved or 
proposed (i.e. contaminant monitoring of discharge streams, work area and 
employees health monitoring, site inspections, etc.) See Chapter 4, page 4-
1 , and Chapter 5 . 

4. The proposed action is planned not to jeopardize threatened and 
endangered species. See Chapter 4.8, pages 4-11 and 4-12. 



5. There are no significant adverse effects on cultural resources. Should 
archeological remains be encountered during project ground disturbing 
activities, work will stop in the area of discovery and the stipulations of 36 
CFR 800.11 be followed. The BIA Phoenix Area Archaeologist and CRIT 
Museum Director shall be contacted immediately. See Chapter 4.D, page 
4-13 and Chapter 5.D, page 5-4. 

6. Impacts to public health and safety are mitigated through implementation 
of safety measures and emergency response contingency plan described in 
the EA. See Chapter 5C Solid wastes shall be removed from the lease site 
to a disposal facility meeting the requirements of 40 CFR 257, 258 and 260, 
as applicable. Protective measures for storm water runoff, drainage, fugitive 
dust, noise and air pollution prevention shall be adhered to by the Lessee 
and monitored by the appropriate Federal and Tribal officials. Chapter 5 

7. Impacts to floodplains affected by the proposed alternative have been 
evaluated in accordance with Executive Order 11988. No wetlands will be 
affected. See Chapter 4, page 4-6. 

8. The proposed action would improve the economic and social conditions 
of the affected Indian community. See Chapter 4.C, page 4-11 and Chapter 
5. 

• 

9. The cumulative effects to the environment are mitigated to avoid or • 
minimize effects of implementation of the proposed project. See Chapter 
4.G, page 4-17 and Chapter 5 

10. Any proposed expansion of the facilities processing capacity above the 
RCRA processing capacity of 2760 pounds (lbs.) per hour of wet spend 
carbon feed to the RF-2 reactivation furnace {i.e. approximately 1200 lbs/hr. 
capacity of dry reactivated carbon) as identified in the RCRA Part A and B 
Permits and/or exceeds 200,000 gallons of RCRA storage capacity in the 
existing warehouse facility, another Supplemental EA will be required. See 
Chapter 5, page 5-4. 

11. Compliance with Executive Order 12898, Environmental Justice and 
protection of Indian trust assets, Secretarial Order 3175, have been 
identified and will be adhered to by the Lessee. See Chapter 4.F, pages 4-
1 5 thru 4-1 6 

Superintendent, Colorado Rive 
Bureau of Indian Affairs 
U.S. Department of Interior 

Date 
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SUPPLEMENT TO THE 
FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT (EA) 

WESTATES CARBON REACTIVATION PLANT 
DEVELOPMENT PROJECT 

COLORADO RIVER INDIAN RESERVATION 
PARKER, LA PAZ COUNTY, ARIZONA 

Prepared by: 

RUST ENVIRONMENT AND INFRASTRUCTURE 
FOR 

WESTATES CARBON - ARIZONA, INC. 
PARKER, ARIZONA 

Prepared for: 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 

PHOENIX AREA OFFICE 
PHOENIX, ARIZONA 

AND 
COLORADO RIVER AGENCY 

PARKER, ARIZONA 

For further information or additional comments, please contact the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs, Phoenix Area Office, Environmental Quality Services, P. 0. Box 
10, Phoenix, Arizona 85001 or Colorado River Agency, Route 1 Box 9-C, Parker, 
Arizona 85344 
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Superintendent, ·Colorado Rive 
U. S. Bureau of Indian Affairs 
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CHAPTER 1 

PURPOSE OR NEED FOR ACTION 

The Proposed Action involves the expansion of the Westates Carbon - Arizona, Inc. (WCAI) 

carbon reactivation facility located on land leased from the Colorado River Indian Tribes 

(CRIT). The initial approval of the lease by the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA), triggered the 

National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) under the regulations of 40 CPR Parts 1500 through 

1508, the Department of the Interior's implementing procedures at 516 DM 1-7 and BIA's 

NEPA guidance at 30 BIAM Supplements 1, 2, and 3. In order to gain initial approval, a Final 

Environmental Assessment (EA) was submitted to BIA. The lease was approved on March 4, 

1991 (effective date) after BIA issued a Finding of No Significant Impacts based on information 

submitted in the EA. The Primary Term of the lease is 20 years, beginning on the effective date 

of the lease. Upon expiration of the Primary Term, WCAI has the option to continue the lease 

for a Renewal Term of 20 years . 

No revisions to the lease are required to implement the proposed action, because the lease 

between WCAI and CRIT authorizes development of the leased premises in a phased manner 

to accommodate potential business expansion. The initial EA, however, addressed impacts 

associated with the initial phase of development only. The EA stated that any future expansion 

of the proposed carbon reactivation plant would require further consideration by BIA. 

The initial EA addressed the construction and operation of a carbon reactivation facility with an 

anticipated maximum capacity of 1,000 lb/hr of reactivated product. Construction of the facility 

was initiated in 1991 and the facility began commercial operations in August 1992. The nominal 

capacity of the as-built facility is approximately 600 lb/hr. It was anticipated that a second 

reactivation unit would be installed at a later date, in ~rder to achieve the full capacity addressed 

in the initial EA. 

WCAI has obtained all of the authorizations required to install the second reactivation unit (RF-

2), however, it is now proposing to operate the facility at a capacity of approximately 1,200 

SupplemenJal En'llilvnmental As1e11men1 
We1tale1 Carbon-Arivma, Inc. I - I April 1996 



lb/hr of product rather than the 1,000 lb/hr previously addressed in the initial EA. Because this 

exceeds the capacity addressed in the initial EA, WCAI is submitting this supplement to the EA • 

to address the impacts associated with operating the additional approximate 200 lb/hr of capacity. 

RF-2 will be installed in a phased manner to ensure that the facility does not exceed the 

authorized capacity of approximately 1,200 lb/hr of reactivated product. The existing 

reactivation furnace (RF-1) will continue to operate during the first phase of construction of.RF-

. 2. However, RF-1 will be removed from service and disabled by locking out the starters of the 

motors for the unit's drive, cooling air fan, combustion air blowers and induced draft fan before 

RF-2 is operational. It is currently anticipated that RF-1 will remain on-site, in a disabled sta~. 

until a final decision is made regarding its disposition. RF-1 could not be restarted without EPA 

approval. The RCRA Part B application contains a more detailed description of the phased 

construction process. 

WCAI is also planning to construct an additional processing and warehousing building adjacent 

to the current reactivation facility. This building will be used primarily for screening, packaging 

and storage of reactivated product. These operations are currently conducted within the existing 

facility warehouse, but will be relocated to improve the efficiency of the operations. 

Additionally, WCAI is proposing to move its reactivated carbon acid treatment processing 

operations, which are currently performed in the Los Angeles, California facility, to Parker, 

Arizona. These operations would also be conducted in the processing and warehousing building. 

This supplement to the EA also addresses the impacts associated with the proposed transfer of 

these operations to the Parker site. See Sections 2.A.2.2 and 2.A.2.2.3 for a description of the 

building and the operations that will be conducted in the building. 

The increase in capacity from 1,000 lb/hr to approximately 1200 lb/hr and the consolidation of 
4 

processing, packaging, and warehousing activities are needed to maintain the economic viability 

of WCAl's business interests. The Proposed Action would contribute to the economic 

dev'!lopment needs of the Tribe and would be consistent with the implementation of the Tribal 

Indian self-determination responsibilities of the BIA. The goals of the Tribal Council include 

Suppltm1nlal En'lironm1nlal Ass11sm1nt 
W11tat11 Carbon-NizDna, Inc. 1-2 April 1996 
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the enhancement of economic development on the Reservation, appropriate use of Tribal land 

and generation of employment opportunities for Tribal members. The Proposed Action would 

benefit the Tribe by generating four new positions at the facility, thus creating increased 
employment opportunities . 

Supplemenlal Environmenlal Assessment 
Westales Carbon-ArizDna, Inc. 

1-3 
April 1996 
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CHAPTER2 

PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES 

2.A PROPOSED ACTION 

The following discussion addresses the increase in operating capacity from 1,000 lb/hr of 

reactivated product to approximately 1200 lb/hr of product and the construction and operation 

of the proposed processing and warehousing facility. It also provides an updated description of 

the facility and the regulatory status of the facility. 

2.A.1 Facility Location 

As illustrated on Drawing No. 01-32-00lP, located in Appendix F, WCAI's existing carbon 

reactivation facility and the proposed expansion is located on Lots 13 and 14 of the CRIT 

Industrial Park, which is located approximately one-half (1h) mile southeast of Parker, Arizona . 

WCAI currently leases approximately 10 acres. The facility location in relationship to Parker, 

Arizona and the CRIT reservation is illustrated in Figures 2-1 and 2-2. Existing facilities 

currently occupy approximately 2 acres. The proposed processing and warehousing facility will 

be constructed adjacent to the existing reactivation facility on approximately three acres of the 

unused portion of the land currently leased by WCAI. Figure 2-3 illustrates the size and layout 

of the processing and warehousing facility. 

2.A.2 Process Description 

2.A.2.1 Reactivation Capacity Expansion Process Description 
.. 

The process flow diagram, Drawing No. SEAPFDl, Rev. 1, located in Appendix F, is a graphic 

representation of the reactivation process after the completion of the proposed reactivation 

capacity expansion. As discussed in Section 2. A. 2. 1. 3, the existing reactivation unit (RF-1) and 

associated air pollution control equipment will be taken out of service prior to the start-up of 

reactivation unit RF-2 . 

Suppltmtnlal Environmtnlal Asitssment 
Westatts Carbon-Arizona, Inc. 2 - I April 1996 



2.A.2.1.1 Carbon Feed 

Activated carbon is utilized in treatment equipment for the removal, by adsorption, of organic • 

compounds from liquid and vapor phase process and waste streams. The treatment equipment 

is used in a wide variety of municipal and commercial applications. The industries which use 

this equipment include, but are not limited to, petroleum refining and marketing facilities, 

solvent cleaning facilities, auto manufacturing and repair facilities, aircraft manufacturing 

facilities, and other facilities that generate organic waste streams. Additionally, activated carbon 

is used in a variety of environmental clean-up applications. Thus, depending on the treatment 

process, the carbon is referred to as either liquid-phase or vapor-phase. To date, approximately 

50 % of the spent carbon received at the facility has been vapor phase carbon, however, this m~ 

change over time. 

Constituents in the streams being treated are transported into the porous activated carbon 

particles by diffusion, where they are adsorbed onto the extensive inner surfaces of the activated 

carbon. Adsorption continues until the adsorption equilibrium capacity is reached, at which time 

the influent and effluent concentrations of the constituents in the stream being treated will be 

equal. However, the purpose of the treatment is to reduce the concentration of certain 

constituents in the stream being treated and, therefore, it is necessary to replace the activated 

carbon in the adsorption vessel at or before the point in time when the effluent concentration 

approaches the treatment objective, which is usually before the activated carbon's equilibrium 

capacity is reached. The treatment objective is reached either when the activated carbon has 

been in service for a specified time or when a pre-determined constituent concentration is 

detected in the effluent stream. The activated carbon is said to be "spent" when the treatment 

objective is met. Because the treatment objective is to reduce the concentration of certain 

constituents in the stream being treated, generally only part of the carbon in the adsorption 

vessel will have reached its equilibrium capacity. seent carbon can contain up to 0.3 pounds 

of adsorbed material per pound of dry carbon at equilibrium capacity. 

Once the activated carbon is spent, it must either be disposed of or reactivated at a facility such 

as WCAI's Parker facility. Some of the spent carbon received at the Parker facility, which 

Supplemenlal EnYironmenlal Assusment 
Westates Carbon-AriZDna, Inc. 2-2 April 1996 
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operates 24 hours per day, seven days per week, is designated as a hazardous waste under the 

provisions found in the implementing regulations for the Resource Conservation and Recovery 

Act (RCRA). While this is subject to change during the life of the facility, approximately 703 

of the spent carbon received, to date, has been classified as hazardous. The proportion of 

RCRA spent carbon received at the facility has increased from the estimate in the original EA 

(20 3). This increase is a reflection of market changes and federal regulatory changes which 

dealt with ~e reclassification of some spent carbons. The RCRA Part A and Part B permit 

applications describe the types of spent carbon that can be processed at the facility. The types 

of spent carbon that are processed at the facility are not expected to change as a result of an 

increase in the operating capacity of the facility. Spent carbon storage is described in Section 

2.A.2.1.2. 

At any one time, up to 134, 181 gallons of hazardous spent carbon can be stored on site. 

100,000 gallons can be stored in containers within the warehouse and up to 34,181 gallons, 

which includes four identical 8,319 gallon storage tanks and one 905 gallon furnace feed tank, 

can be stored in the spent carbon and waste feed storage tanks. 170,000 gallons of 

nonhazardous spent carbon can be stored on-site. The following table represents the facility's 

storage capacity: 

STORAGE LOCATION 

T-l 

T-2 

T-5 

T-6 

T-8 

Warehouse 1 

Warehouse 2 

Product Packaging Building 

Supplemental Environmental As1t11men1 
Westatts Carbon-Arizona, Inc. 

CONTENTS 

Spent Carbon 

Spent Carbon 

Spent Carbon 

Spent Carbon 

Spent Carbon 

Spent Carbon 

Spent Carbon (nonhazardous) 

Reactivated Product 

2-3 

CAPACITY 

8,319 Gallons 

8,319 Gallons 

8,319 Gallons 

8,319 Gallons 

905 Gallons 

200,000 Gallons 

170,000 Gallons 

600,000 Pounds 

Apl'il 1996 



2.A.2.1.2 Spent Carbon Storue and Reactivation Unit Feed System 

The method of feeding spent carbon to the reactivation unit will not be altered. Spent carbon • 

is received in containers and tank trucks in accordance with the U.S. Department of 

Transportation requirements. Spent carbon is received in several different types of containers. 

The most prominent are steel or plastic 55-gallon drums, however, it can also be received in the 

actual adsorber vessels, totes, supersacks, or roll-off bins. Specifications of the types of 

containers in which spent carbon is typically received can be found in Appendix G. The 

specifications include typical materials of construction and sizes. 

After inspection and acceptance at the facility, all containerized spent carbon is stored in tb.e 

Container Storage Area or the Non-Hazardous Spent Carbon Storage Building in the containers 

in which it was received. The Container Storage Area is illustrated on Drawing No. D14789-

02, which can be found in Appendix F. Up to 100,000 gallons of hazardous spent carbon can 

be stored in the RCRA approved container storage area. Both liquid-phase and vapor-phase 

carbon can be stored in the container storage area. The RCRA Part B application also requests 

an increase in container storage capacity from 100,000 gallons to 200,000 gallons. The 

additional container storage area would be located within the existing warehouse, and it would 

be limited to spent carbons which contain no free liquids (e.g., vapor-phase). This area is 

illustrated on Drawing No. Dl4789-02 which can be found in Appendix F. 

Up to 170,000 gallons of nonhazardous spent carbon can be stored in the Non-Hazardous Spent 

Carbon Storage Building. The location of this building is illustrated on Drawing No. 01-32-

00lP, which can be found in Appendix F. Containers of both vapor-phase and liquid-phase 

nonhazardous spent carbon can be stored within this building. Nonhazardous carbon can also 

be stored within the container storage area. 

Prior to treatment, the containerized spent carbon is placed into one of two hoppers, mixed with 

water to form a water-carbon slurry, and transferred into one of the four spent carbon storage 

tanks (T-1, T-2, T-5, T-6). Up to 34,181 gallons of spent carbon is permitted to be stored in 

Supplemental En'1ironmenlal Aslt!11menl 
Westates Carbon-Arizona, Inc. 2-4 April 1996 
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the spent carbon storage tanks. Shipments received in tank trucks are pumped as a water-carbon 

slurry from the transport vehicle into one of the four spent carbon storage tanks. 

From the spent carbon storage tanks the water-carbon slurry is pumped to a reactivation unit 

feed tank. Prior to introduction into the reactivation unit, the water-carbon slurry is dewatered 

. using a dewatering screw. The dewatered carbon is then fed to the reactivation unit. The water 

generated in the dewatering step is returned to one of two recycle water tanks (T-9 and T-12) 

where it will be reused in the carbon transport system. The RCRA Part A application limits the 

total furnace feed rate to 2, 760 lb/hr of wet spent carbon. As discussed in the RCRA 

application, this is equivalent to a production rate of approximately 1200 lb/hr of <icy, 

reactivated carbon, assuming a 50% moisture content and 30% organic loading on the spent 

carbon. 

2.A.2.1.3 Reactivation Process 

In order to increase the capacity of the existing facility to approximately 1200 lb/hr, a second 

reactivation unit (RF-2) will be installed and the existing unit (RF-1) will be taken out of service . 

Appendix A is a June 3, 1994 letter from EPA that confirms that WCAI is authorized under 

RCRA to operate a facility with a capacity of approximately 1200 lb/hr and authorizes the 

phased construction of RF-2 with a condition that the existing unit must be disabled when the 

design capacity of the second unit equals the remaining total capacity for the facility. RF-2 will 

be installed within the existing containment area. The new reactivation unit will operate in the 

same manner as the existing unit. 

RF-2 will be a multiple hearth furnace consisting of five hearths. The spent carbon will be 

introduced into the top hearth and flow downward through the remaining four hearths. 

Reactivated carbon will exit the bottom hearth through a cooling device. RF-2 will be equipped 
~ 

with a primary combustion air fan and a shaft cooling fan. Steam from a small boiler will be 

introduced into RF-2 to complete the reactivation process. Natural gas burners will be provided 

to ensure adequate heat input to the reactivation unit. 
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2.A.2.1.4 Packgin& 

The packaging operations which currently occur within the facility will be transferred to the new 

processing and warehousing facility to improve the efficiency of the screening and packaging 

operations. Figure 2-3 illustrates the anticipated layout within the processing and warehousing 

facility. The reactivated product will be transferred from the reactivation facility to a surge 

hopper within the processing and warehousing facility via an enclosed pneumatic conveying 

system. The reactivated carbon will be metered from the surge hopper to the product screen via 

an enclosed screen conveyor. The product will be sized and fed via enclosed systems into 

supersacks. Scales will be used to automatically prevent the supersacks from being overfilled. 

The filled supersacks will be conveyed away from the screen via a powered conveyor, and 

removed from the conveyor with a forklift. The product will be stored in the processing and 

warehousing facility until it is shipped off-site. It is anticipated that the majority of the product 

will be stored and shipped off-site in supersacks, however, some of the product may be 

transferred from the supersacks into treatment vessels or other containers before it is shipped 

off-site. These transfer operations would occur within the processing and warehousing facility . 

2.A.2.1.S Flue Gas Treatment 

The flue gases from the new reactivation unit will enter an afterburner where the contaminants 

will be exposed to a temperature of approximately 1,800 °F. Exhausted flue gases from the 

after-burner will be scrubbed in a venturi scrubber to remove particulate matter, a packed-bed 

alkaline scrubber to remove acid gases, and a wet electrostatic precipitator (WESP) to further 

remove particulate matter. This will ensure an organic compound destruction efficiency in 

excess of 99. 99 % . 

Additionally, 75% of the particulate matter entering the afterburner as carbon particles will be 

consumed. 

In order to reduce the amount of water used by the facility, the water used in the air pollution 

control (APC) equipment is recycled within the equipment. To ensure that the solids 

concentration in the recycle water does not reach a point that will reduce the operational 
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efficiency of the APC equipment, a portion of the recycle water is removed from the recycle 

stream and discharged as blowdown pursuant to the facility's industrial wastewater discharge 

permit. This blowdown contains the particulate matter and dissolved solids removed by the APC 

equipment. 

2.A.2.1.6 Auxiliary Eguipment (System) 

One natural-gas fired boiler currently exists at the facility, and a second natural gas-fired boiler 

will be added. The existing boiler is a 1. 34 MMBtu/hr unit and the second boiler is expected 

to be a 2.88 MMBtu/hr unit. WCAI is planning to install the larger unit to enhance the 

reactivation capability at the facility. It is anticipated that the existing unit will be retained as 

a stand-by unit. 

2.A.2.1. 7 Protection A&ainst Release of Contaminants 

A control system will be installed on the new reactivation unit and its associated air pollution 

control equipment to ensure proper operation and prevent an accidental release of contaminants. 

The control system includes monitors, interlocks and alarms. 

Carbon monoxide emissions, afterburner temperatures, and certain air pollution control device 

operating parameters will be monitored continuously (i.e., collects data approximately every 5-

10 seconds, 24 hours per day, 7 days per week) by instrumentation and by trained operators. 

The afterburner temperatures are monitored to ensure adequate destruction of organic 

contaminants. The carbon monoxide continuous monitoring system will ensure proper operation 

of the reactivation unit. The differential pressure drop in the venturi scrubber, the differential 

pressure drop and pH in the packed bed scrubber, and the secondary voltage in the WESP will 

also be monitored by instrumentation and trained operators continuously to ensure proper 

operation of the air pollution control equipment. 

The interlocks on RF-2 will be designed to automatically shut down the unit if certain 

conditions occur. The facility will automatically shut down if any of the following circumstances 

occur: 
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the afterburner temperature is not at least 1800°F; 

high scrubber temperature; 

• venturi water failure; or 

• . packed-bed water failure. 

In an automatic shut down, the spent carbon feed to the reactivation unit will be discontinued, 

the burners will stop firing and the combustion air and induced draft fans will be shut down 

automatically. These measures will minimize the potential for releases to the environment. 

When an automatic shut down occurs, the operator will investigate the cause of the shutdown 

and take the appropriate steps (such as, increasing the temperature in the afterburner by 

increasing burner output or restoring water flow to venturi scrubber prior to restarting the spent 

carbon feed) to correct the problem prior to restarting the reactivation operation. 

Alarms are used to inform the operator that action is required. An alarm will sound if any of 

the operating parameters discussed above are outside the acceptable range. For example, if the 

venturi pressure drop falls below the set point, an alarm will sound and the operator will 

implement the measures necessary, such as increasing air flow by manipulating the damper 

position, to correct the problem. 

2.A.2.1.8 Service Water 

The service water system will not change as a result of the proposed expansion. Under the 

terms of the lease agreement, water will be supplied to the facility by CRIT. There will be an 

annual increase in water usage associated with the increase in capacity from 1,000 lb/hr to 

approximately 1200 lb/hr. However, the total facility water usage will remain, on average, at 

or below the 100 gallons per minute (52.56 million gallons per year or 161.2 acre feet per year) 

whiCh was evaluated and approved in the irJtial EA . .. 

Water usage at the reactivation facility fluctuates for a variety of reasons. These include the 

time of the year, the ambient temperature, the type of carbon being reactivated and the 

processing rate. At approximately 1200 lb/hr, the water usage could fluctuate between. 70 and 
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130 gallons per minute. However, the annual average water usage will be at or below 100 gallon 

per minute. 

Water usage in the proposed packaging and warehousing facility will be negligible compared to 

water usage in the reactivation facility. Water use in the packaging and warehousing facility will 

be for personal hygiene purposes only. 

CRIT water personnel monitor and document, for billing purposes, the plant water usage 

approximately once per month via an influent water totalizing meter located at the entrance to 

the facility. 

2.A.2.1.9 Air Emission Summarv 

Table 2-1 summarizes the incremental increase in emissions that will result from expanding the 

operational capacity from 1,000 lb/hr to approximately 1200 lb/hr. The table also includes the 

significant emission rates established by U.S. EPA in the Prevention of Significant Deterioration 

(PSD) of Air Quality regulations [40 CPR 52.21(b)(23)]. The significant emission rates are used 

to determine if a net emissions increase is significant. While the PSD regulations do not apply 

to this facility because the WCAI facility is not a major stationary source of air emissions (See 

Section 2.A.3.2), the significant emission rates can be used as an indicator of the potential 

significance of an emissions increase. As illustrated in Table 2-1, the incremental increases in 

emissions associated with increasing the capacity to approximately 1200 lb/hr are very small 

when compared to the significant emission rates. The incremental increases were calculated by 

multiplying measured emission rates from the existing 600 lb/hr facility by the appropriate 

production ratio (1,000 lb/hr:600 lb/hr or 1200 lb/hr:600 lb/hr), and engineering estimates. 

Process air emissions will not result in any violations of the ambient air quality standards 

established by the Clean Air Act. In addition, the RCRA permit will establish stringent 
# 

performance standards that will further limit facility emissions to ensure protection of human 

health and the environment (See Section 2.A.3.3). Table 2-2 summarizes the performance 

standards that were proposed in the RCRA Part B permit application . 
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1able 2-1 -- IN< i.t•·•ui--;N1'AL .... l\Jl • ..:-.;11JN lNC!l..,.4..:!:!~ 

Controlled Emission Rates (tpy) PSD1 

Significant 
Pollutant 1,000 lb/hr 1,200 lb/hr Incremental Emission Rates 

Facility Facility Increase (tpy) 

Particulate Matter 8.25 9.90 1.65 25/15 
(PM/PMlO) 

Sulfur Dioxide 9.67 11..60 1.93 40 

Nitrogen Oxides 19.17 23.00· 3 .. 83 40 

Carbon Monoxide 10.50 12.60 2.10 100 

Volatile Organic 1.63 1.95 0.33 40 
Compounds 

., 

Lead 0 .. 25 0.30 0.05 0 .. 6 

Mercury 8.58E-04 v l.03E-03 l.72E-04 0 .. 1 

Hydrogen Chloride2 l.14E-02 l.36E-02 2.27E-03 NIA 

Notes: 1 PSD = Prevention of Significant Deterioration of Air Quality. 
2 Indicative of halide emissions. 

Table 2-2 -- PROPOSED r _!"..!''-'!<_l\l!Al"t.:.!: :s l'Al"!.1 A~_!..J~ 

Parameter Purpose Standard (1) 

Pamculate Matter 'Io hm1t paruculate matter/metals em1ss1ons to the U.015 gr1 U>S'-.,;t' @ 7 'fo U 2 

atmosphere 

Hydrogen Chloride To limit hydrogen chloride emissions to the 99 3 removal or 4 lb/hr 
atmosphere (whichever is greater) 

. Afterburner Temperature To limit hydrocarbon emissions to the atmosphere I 800°F minimum 

Carbon Monoxide To ensure good combustion control 100 ppmdv@ 73 0 2 on a 
4-hour block avg. basis 

Notes: 

I. gr/DSCF @ 73 0 2 = grains per dry standard cubic foot adjusted to 73 oxygen content in flue gas. 
ppmdv@ 7% 0 2 = parts per million (dry volumetric basis) adjusted to 73 oxygen content in flue gas .. 

RF-2 has been designed to include more sophisticated air pollution control equipment than that 

which was installed on the existing unit.. Emission testing on the existing reactivation unit has 

confirmed that the proposed air pollution control equipment can meet the standards listed above . 

Supplemental Ennronmental Assessment 
Westate.r Carbon-Arizona, Inc .. 2 -10 April 1996 

• 

• 

• 



• 

• 

• 

The results of the emission testing has been forwarded to EPA as part of the facility's RCRA 

Part B permit application. At the time of the preparation of the original EA, there were no 

similar units in use. However, since that time WCAI has collected data from it's existing 

operations, which is considered to be representative of emissions from the expanded facility. 

Summary pages of the test results are ·included in this document in Appendix H. 

The source of most of the metals emitted duririg the reactivation process are from the sources 

of carbon material (coal and coconut) used to manufacture virgin activated carbon. However, 

the concentration of these metals can vary. The air pollution control equipment to be installed 

in conjunction with RF-2 at the facility is described in 2.A.2.1. 7. This equipment was selected 

to minimize particulate matter (including metals), organic and acid gas emissions. 

Ad~itionally, the facility has had a metals testing program in place since mid 1994 to ensure the 

levels of metals in the incoming spent carbon are less than the levels proposed in the RCRA Part 

B application. Actual testing has indicated that the average metal concentrations in the actual 

spent carbon received at the facility are significantly lower than the proposed levels. Sampling 

of the spent carbon consists of taking a grab sample each day from the furnace feed, compositing 

all daily samples each month and sending these samples to a certified laboratory for analysis. 

Results of the analyses have been submitted with the facility's Part B application and are 

available for review by federal and CRIT officials. 

2.A.2.2 Processing and Warehousing Facility Description 

A 7 ,200 foot square, non-RCRA regulated, building will be constructed. A portion of the 

building will be used to size and package reactivated carbon, and another portion of the building 

may be used to acid treat reactivated liquid phase carbon. The remainder of the building will 
# 

be used for reactivated carbon storage. The building will be a 120' x 60' x 24' pre-engineered 

steel building with a concrete floor. A layout of the building and the location of the operations 

performed in the building are shown on Figure 2-3. A 60' x 120' pre-engineered metal building 

will be constructed. The end of the building which houses the screening equipment will have 
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an eave height of 32'; the remainder of the building will have an eave height of 20'. The 

roofing and siding will be consistent with the other buildings at the facility. The floor will be • 

a concrete slab having (2) 12" x 12" x 40' trench drains with grating that will be designed to 

support forklift traffic. The concrete slab will be designed and installed to support the imposed 

loads. 

It is anticipated that the facility will operate from 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. Monday through 

Friday and will be staffed by two employees which will be hired locally. The following 

operations will be performed at the proposed processing and warehousing facility. 

2.A.2.2.1 Inventorv Mangement 

An inventory of reactivated carbon will be maintained in the proposed processing and 

warehousing facility. The building will have a storage capacity of approximately 600,000 

pounds. It is anticipated that the majority of the reactivated carbon will be stored in supersacks. 

However, some reactivated carbon may be stored in adsorber vessels or the other types of 

containers discussed in Section 2. A. 2 .1.1. Forklifts will be used to move the inventory around 

within the facility and to load materials for shipment. 

2.A.2.2.2 Acid Treatment 

The acid treatment of liquid-phase reactivated carbon currently being performed at the Los 

Angeles manufacturing and warehousing facility may be transferred to the proposed processing 

and warehousing facility. A 15% solution of hydrochloric acid is applied to coal-based 

reactivated carbon to make it pH neutral (the coal-based reactivated carbon is alkaline because 

of the ash content). The acid will be received and stored in 55-gallon or 600-gallon corrosion 

resistant plastic containers and stored with appropriate containment. It is anticipated that no 

rnore than 1200-1800 gallons of a 15 % solution of ~drochloric acid will be stored on site at 

any one time. The acid storage area is illustrated on Figure 2-3. The acid will be applied in 

a closed system to eliminate fugitive emissions. 

Prior to acid treatment, the reactivated carbon will be screened to separate the various sizes . 
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The liquid phase portion of the screened product will then be loaded, via a bucket conveyor, or 

other similar equipment, into a corrosion resistant mixing vessel for batch treatment 

(approximately 1,000 pounds). After introduction of the reactivated carbon, the mixing vessel 

will be sealed and the acid will be introduced, via a spray header which is fed by a small 

metering pump at a rate of approximately 15 gallons per batch. During the acid addition, the 

vessel is rotated to promote even distribution. At the end of the mixing cycle, the treated 

reactivated carbon will be loaded into bulk sacks or vessels and weighed prior to shipment. 

It is anticipated that the equipment used in this operation will include one vibratory screener, one 

to two bucket elevators, one to two surge hoppers, and one rotating vessel. Forklifts will be 

used to move the reactivated carbon. 

2.A.2.2.3 Packgine 

As discussed in Section 2.A.2.1.4, the packaging operations currently performed at the existing 

reactivation facility in Parker will be transferred to the proposed processing and warehousing 

facility. Products will be final packaged for shipment. Supersacks will be filled directly .off the 

screeners. A scale will be used to monitor the flow. A feed hopper will also be available to 

fill other containers. Two additional employees will be hired to package the product and operate 

the forklifts that will be used to move and load the packaged activated carbon. 

2.A.2.2.4 Reactivated Carbon Receivine and Screenine 

As discussed in Section 2.A.2.1.4, the screening operations currently performed at the existing 

reactivation facility will be transferred to the proposed processing and warehousing facility. 

Reactivated carbon will be transported in an enclosed conveyor ~rom the existing reactivation 

facility to a storage tank located adjacent to the proposed facility and then to a surge hopper 

within the proposed facility, The reactivated carbon~ will be fed from th!! surge hopper into a 

vibrating screener to separate the material according to particle size. 

Equipment utilized for this operation will include product storage tanks and a screener. Forklifts 

will be used to move the reactivated carbon . 
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2.A.2.2.5 Auxiliary Eguipment 

Compressed air required for normal operations will be supplied by two electric powered • 

compressors. 

2.A.2.2.6 Dust Collection System 

The processing and warehousing building will be equipped with a dust collection system 

consisting of pick-up points located at those operations that may generate dust. These pick-up 

points will include the packaging operations, the screener, the acid treatment mixer, and the acid 

treatment bucket elevator. Any dust collected at these pick -up points will be routed via an 

engineered ducting system to one of two dust collectors (baghouses). The location of the du~t 

collectors is illustrated on Figure 2-3. The dust collected in the baghouses will be ground to a 

uniform size and sold as powdered reactivated carbon. 

2.A.2.3 AdminiHration Buildin& 

A new administration building that will house a reception area, offices, a clean laboratory, a 

spent carbon laboratory, men's and women's locker rooms, a storage room, a file room, a 

lunch room, a utility room, and a conference room will be constructed. The location of the new • 

administration building is illustrated on Drawing No. 01-32-00lP which can be found in 

Appendix F. The new administration building will replace three small buildings that currently 

serve the functions that will be housed in the new administration building. The new 

administration building will be a 120' by 40' pre-engineered building. It will match the 

architecture of the other buildings on the site. 

2.A.3 Environmental Remilations 

The facility is subject to regulation by the United States Environmental Protecticn Agency 
" 

(EPA) and CRIT. Federal environmental laws with which the facility must comply include the 

Clean Water Act (CWA), the Clean Air Act (CAA), the Resource Conservation and Recovery 

Act (RCRA), and the Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-Know Act (EPCRA) . 
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2.A.3.1 Clean Water Act <CWAl 

Wastewater discharges from the facility are subject to the Pretreatment Program (Section 307) 

of the CW A. Under Section 307, EPA has adopted regulations which apply to all non-domestic 

discharges into publicly-owned treatment works (POTW). These regulations prohibit the 

discharge of pollutants that will interfere with the treatment processes at the POTW. WCAI has 

received an Industrial Wastewater Discharge Permit from the local POTW (Colorado River 

Sewage System Joint Venture). The current permit allows the facility to discharge 90,000 

gallons of wastewater per day (62 gpm) to the POTW which is less than the 144,000 gallons per 

day (100 gpm) that was anticipated in the initial EA for a 1,000 lb/hr facility. A permit 

modification request has been submitted to the POTW requesting a 30,000 gallons per day (2J 

gpm) increase in the allowable discharge rate, although permit limits for the concentration of 

total dissolved solids (TDS) and total suspended solids (TSS) will not change. The facility 

discharge will contribute less than 25% of the Colorado River Sewage System Joint Venture's 

(CRSSN) allowable TDS limit (see Appendix Q). It is anticipated that a discharge rate of 

approximately 120,000 gallons per day (83 gpm) will be required to operate the approximately 

1200 lb/hr facility, which is still below the 144,000 (52.65 gallons per year or 161.2 acre feet 

per year) gallons per day evaluated in the initial EA. 

The CW A, through its National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permitting 

program, regulates the discharge through point sources of stormwater associated with industrial 

activity. Although, the facility does not have a point source discharge of stormwater, a Notice 

of Intent (NOi) to discharge stormwater was filed with U.S. EPA in order to inform EPA of the 

status of the facility with regard to stormwater discharges. On September 29, 1994, U.S. EPA 

issued a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) stormwater general permit 

coverage notice to the facility. This notice is provided in Appendix I. As part of this program, 

the facility has prepared a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan which includes Best 
• 

Management Practices to prevent the potential introduction of pollutants into the stormwater 

runoff from the facility . 
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2.A.3.2 Clean Air Act (CAA) 

Air emissions from facility operations must meet the pollutant standards set forth in regulations • 

implementing the Clean Air Act. Because CRIT has not obtained an approved Tribal 

Implementation Plan (TIP) from U.S. EPA, oversight and enforcement of the CAA on tribal land 

is by U.S. EPA. CRIT does not have an agreement with the Arizona Department of 

Environmental Quality (ADEQ) that gives ADEQ jurisdiction over CAA matters on tribal land, 

thus the regulations found in the state of Arizona's EPA-approved State Implementation Plan 

(SIP) do i;iot apply to the facility. 

However,· once the EPA establishes the Indian Air Rule, tribes can choose to implement their ow.n 

TIP or have USEPA develop and implement a Federal Implementation Plan (FIP). 

The potential emissions from the WCAI facility were evaluated to identify the Federal air quality 

permitting requirements associated with increasing the capacity of the facility. Since the facility 

is not subject to a federal permit and CRIT has not promulgated a Tribal Implementation Plan 

to self-regulate air pollution under the CAA, uncontrolled facility emissions were considered . 

The uncontrolled emissions are those that would occur if no air pollution control equipment were 

installed at the facility. The uncontrolled emissions represent a worst case condition that will not 

actually occur because the facility is equipped with sophisticated air pollution control equipment. 

The facility is not subject to the Prevention of Significant Deterioration (PSD) of Air Quality 

permitting requirements of the Clean Air Act even when uncontrolled emissions are considered. 

Thus, no air quality construction permit is required for the proposed expansion. On July 7, 1995, 

WCAI received concurrence from EPA that the facility is not subject to PSD permitting 

requirements. The EPA's letter can be found in Appendix B. 

The National Emission Standard for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for Benzene Waste 
~ 

Operations found at 40 CFR Part 61, Subpart FF, applies to the facility because the facility 

receives benzene-containing wastes from facilities to which the NESHAP applies. WCAI 

submitted an application for approval to EPA for the expansion of the facility to approximately 

1200 lb/hr. Per the NESHAP. EPA must approve the expansion because the additional capacity 
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could result in an increase in benzene emissions from the facility. On August 4, 1995, EPA 

issued a letter to WCAI approving the proposed modification (expansion to approximately 1200 

lb/hr). This approval letter can be found in Appendix C. 

Additionally, the facility is subject to the implementing regulations of both the CAA and RCRA. 

These regulations may address similar subjects and impose similar requirements, however, the 

facility must be in compliance with both sets of regulations. In the event there are similar 

requirements, the most stringent of the requirements must be met. 

2.A.3.3 Resource Conservation and Recoven Act <RCRAl 

At the time of the submittal of the initial EA, the facility was only subject to the RCRA 

regulations applicable to generators and transporters of recyclable materials. Since the submittal 

of the initial EA, EPA, in a February 1992 rulemaking, modified its regulations to include 

carbon reactivation units as regulated units under the treatment, storage, and disposal (TSD) 

facility standards of RCRA, if they reactivated spent carbon that is classified as a hazardous 

waste. Because WCAI does reactivate spent carbon that is classified as a hazardous waste, 

WCAI submitted a RCRA Part A permit application to U.S. EPA Region IX describing storage 

and treatment of hazardous waste and qualified as an interim status facility under 40 CFR Part 

265 in August 1991. The facility currently stores and treats hazardous waste under the Part 265 

interim status standards. As discussed in Section 2.A.3.2, EPA has confirmed that the facility 

currently has an authorized capacity of approximately 1200 lb/hr reactivated product, and it has 

authorized the phased construction of RF-2 during interim status. In order to maintain interim 

status the facility must meet the storage and treatment requirements found in 40 CFR Part 265. 

The requirements include design and management practices that are protective of human health 

and the environment. 

On August 31, 1993, EPA requested that WCAI prepare and submit the RCRA Part B permit 

application so that EPA could begin the process of fully permitting the facility. WCAI submitted 

the Part B permit application in January 1995 and this application is currently being reviewed 
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by the EPA. It is currently anticipated that EPA will issue a permit decision within 

approximately 8 months after the SEA submission date. • 

Solid waste generated on site that may be classified as RCRA hazardous is managed as 

hazardous waste. It is sent, via permitted hazardous waste transporters, to facilities permitted 

to treat or dispose of RCRA hazardous wastes. The treatment/disposal facility is selected 

depending on the type of treatment or disposal required. The types of hazardous wastes 

generated at the facility that are managed as liazardous wastes are those that have come into 

contact with the RCRA-hazardous spent carbon being processed at the facility. This waste 

stream consists of items such as gloves, shoe covers, container liners, and maintenance-generated 

debris. 

All non-hazardous solid waste generated at the facility is collected from the site by CRIT. The 

solid waste is then transported to a transfer station operated by CRIT at the site of the now­

closed CRIT Landfill. From the transfer station, the solid waste is transported to the La Paz 

County Landfill where it is disposed. 

2.A.3.4 Emereency Plannin& and Community Ri&ht-to-Know Act <EPCRA> 

EPCRA, enacted as Title III of the Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act (SARA), 

gives the general public the right to receive information regarding the presence of chemicals in 

their communities. The facility is subject to the Section 312 (Tier II) emergency planning and 

·notification requirements of SARA Title III. The facility is not subject to the toxic release 

inventory (TRI) reporting requirements found in Section 313 of SARA Title ill because it is not 

one of the industrial groupings (based on SIC Codes) required to submit TRI reports. 

Under Section 312, the facility is required to detl!rmine whether it is subject to the threshold 
" 

determination reporting provisions, to notify specified entities if it is, and to provide data in 

emergency situations as well as on a regular basis. Also, because the facility is on Federal land, 

it must immediately notify the local emergency planning committee (LEPC) and the National 
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Response Center (NRC) if there is a release of a "reportable quantity" (RQ) of the listed 

hazardous chemicals that result in off-site exposure. 

The facility currently sends copies of the Tier II Emergency and Hazardous Inventory Forms 

and Material Safety Data Sheets (MSDS) for reportable chemicals to the CRIT Fire Department, 

the CRIT Environmental Officer, the La Paz County Local Emergency Planning Committee, and 

the Parker Fire Department on an annual basis. The form notifies these agencies that the facility 

can have on site at any one time quantities of sulfuric acid and sodium hydroxide that exceed 

the thresholds established for reporting. The facility is located in the area where the CRIT Fire 

Department acts as the local emergency planning committee. As such, the CRIT Fir.e 

Department would act as the first response agency ill the event of an emergency at the facility. 

If the fire department determined the emergency was of sufficient magnitude that further 

resources are necessary, they can request the assistance of the other local emergency response 

resources. 

2.A.3.5 Department of the Interior -- Environmental Justice Policy 

In a memorandum dated August 17, 1994, the Secretary of the U.S. Department of the Interior 

(DOI) established an environmental justice policy in response to Executive Order No. 12898. 

The policy requires DOI to consider the impacts of DOI's actions on minority and low-income 

populations and communities, as well as the equity of the distribution of benefits and risks of 

those decisions. The memorandum provides that these considerations should be specifically 

included in any NEPA documentation. 

2.A.3.6 Department of the Interior -- Environmental 
Compliance Memorandum No. ECM95-2 

Secretarial Order No. 3175, dated November 8, 199~. as amended, provides certain guidance 

to bureaus and offices regarding DOI's responsibilities for Indian trust resources. The Order 

provides that DOI bureaus and offices, when engaged in the planning of any proposed project 

or action, will ensure that any anticipated effects on Indian trust resources are explicitly 

addressed in the planning, decision and operational documents; i.e., Environmental Assessments 
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(EAs), Environmental Impact Statements (EISs), Management Plans, etc., that are prepared for 

the project. These documents should clearly state the rationale for the recommended decision • 

and explain how the decision will be consistent with the DOI's trust responsibilities. 

2.A.3. 7 CRIT Approvals 

On February 18, 1994, the Colorado River Tribal Council (CRIT) passed a resolution to support 

the development of the facility to the limits described in the RCRA Part A application and the 

initial EA. This resolution is included as Appendix J. 

On July 20, 1995, CRIT issued a building permit which authorized construction of the proposed 

product packaging building (i.e., the processing and warehousing building). A copy of the 

building permit is included as Appendix K. 

2.A.4 Transportation 

2.A.4.1 Reactivation Capacity Expanpon 

Spent activated carbon is transported to the facility from locations throughout the U.S. It is 

anticipated that these shipments will be transported via the Federal Interstate. The spent 

activated carbon as well as the reactivated carbon product is received and shipped utilizing three 

axle type tractors. The trailers hauled by the tractors may be one of four types -- flatbeds, roll­

offs, slurry tanks, or box vans. Bulle shipments are via self-contained roll-offs or slurry tanks, 

while containerized shipments are via flatbeds or box vans. The containers transported by 

flatbeds or box vans are covered at all times during shipment and the containers are secured in 

place. Only transporters permitted by U.S. EPA and/or the U.S. Department of Transportation 

are· allowed to haul the type of materials received at and shipped from the facility. 
" 

Truck deliveries and pickups will generally occur only during daylight hours. The initial EA 

anticipated that a total of six truck trips per week would be required to deliver spent carbon to 

the facility. Actual operating experience indicates that for a 1,000 lb/hr facility an average of 
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nine truck trips per week will be required to deliver spent carbon to the facility. Based on 

actual operating experience, it is anticipated that after the proposed expansion to approximately 

1200 lb/hr, an average of ten truck trips per week will be required to deliver spent carbon to 

the facility -- an increase, on average, of one truck trip per week. 

2.A.4.2 Processine and Warehousine Facility 

Approximately seventy-five percent of the trucks that deliver spent carbon to the facility are used 

to ship reactivated product from the facility. Therefore, additional truck trips are required to 

ship the remaining reactivated product from the facility. For both a 1,000 lb/hr facility and a 

approximately 1200 lb/hr facility, 2 to 3 truck trips per week, on average, are required for 

shipping the additional reactivated carbon. Therefore, the total truck traffic associated with the 

approximately 1200 lb/hr facility is expected to average 12 to 13 truck trips per week. 

2.B ALTERNATIVES TO PROPOSED ACTION 

2.B.1 Alternative 1 

This alternative differs from the Proposed Action in that the acid treatment operations which are 

currently being performed in the Los Angeles, California area would not be relocated to the 

Parker, Arizona site. The processing and warehousing building would still be constructed 

because it is an essential component of the carbon reactivation business. 

2.B.2 No-Action Alternative 

NEPA regulations state that a No Action Alternative shall be considered. The No Action 

Alternative has been interpreted to mean that the proposed actions would not be implemented. 

The No Action Alternative assumes that the capacity of the facility would not be increased from 

1,000 lb/hr to approximately 1200 lb/hr. The No J\ction Alternative also assumes that acid 

treatment operations would not be relocated to Parker, Arizona . 
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FIGURE 2-1 
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CHAPTER3 

DESCRIPTION OF AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT 

This chapter in the initial Environmental Assessment described the existing environment at the 

facility location. Included was information on land features, geologic setting, soils, water 

resources, and air quality. The living resources described included wildlife, vegetation, 

ecosystems and adjacent agricultural resources. The available cultural, historical and 

archeological information for the site was also discussed. As noted in the following sections, 

the affected environment is the same as that described in the initial EA, with the exception of 

the socioeconomic and sociocultural environment. Section 3. C has been revised to include more 

recent socioeconomic information than that provided in the initial EA. Section 3.E has been 

added to address Public Health and Safety and Section 3. F has been added to address 

Environmental Justice and Secretarial Order 3175. These subjects were not addressed in the 

initial EA . 

3.A PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT 

3.A.1 Climate 

The description of the climate is unchanged from that described in the initial EA. Wind speed 

and directional data in the form of wind roses have been included as Appendix 0. 

3.A.2 Air 

The descriptions of air quality and noise levels are unchanged from those described in the initial 

EA. 

3.A.3 Water 

The descriptions of groundwater resources and water quality are unchanged from those described 

in the initial EA . 
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3.A.4 Geology 

The descriptions of regional physiography, geology, soils, and land use are unchanged from • 

those provided in the initial EA. 

3.A.5 Transportation Network 

The description of the transportation network is unchanged from that described in the initial EA. 

3.8 BIOLOGICAL ENVIRONMENT 

The description of desert flora, desert fauna, unique biological resources, unique ecosyste~. 

and endangered species are unchanged from those described in the initial EA. 

3.C SOCIOECONOMIC AND SOCIOCULTURAL ENVIRONMENT 

3.C.1 Parker. Arizona 

The economy of Parker is based primarily on retail trade and services associated with the 

recreational facilities located along an 11-mile strip of the Colorado River contained between 

Parker Dam and Headgate Rock Dam. Parker also serves as the trade center for the Colorado 

River Indian Reservation and small towns along the Colorado River. 

Agriculture is also important to the economy of Parker. Water from the Colorado River is used 

to irrigate approximately 84,500 acres of land in the Colorado River Indian Reservation. The 

fertile fields yield crops of melons, cotton, wheat, barley, alfalfa and lettuce. The town of 

Parker has an Industrial Park, zoned for light and heavy industry with sites ranging from 5 to 

38 acres. The Colorado River Indian Tribes own a 100 acre Industrial Park located on the CRIT 

reservation adjacent to the town of Parker. The CRIT Industrial Park has sites ranging from 2. 7 
~ 

to 12 acres with easy truck, rail and air access and all utilities available. 

The unemployment rate in 1994 for Parker, Arizona was 10.6 percent. According to the U.S. 

Bureau of Census, Parker had a population of 2,920 in 1994. A comprehensive community 
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profile of Parker, which includes the population of La Paz County (16,075), was developed by 

the Arizona Office of Economic Planning and Development and is provided in Appendix D. 

3.C.2 Colorado River Indian Reservation 

The Colorado River Indian Reservation covers a total area of 268,691 acres in parts of 

southwestern Arizona and southeastern California. Parker is the largest town on the 

Reservation. Other communities on the Reservation include Big River, California and Poston, 

Arizona. Indians of the Mohave, Chemuhuevi, Navajo, and Hopi tribes live on home sites 

scattered throughout the Reservation area. Agriculture is the primary industry on the 

Reservation. It occupies approximately 84,500 acres, with an additional 23,300 acres available 

for development. Employment for area Indians is as denoted in the table below. The population 

of the reservation was 1, 836 in 1994 with a potential labor force of approximately 607. There 

are approximately 3, 126 total enrolled tribal members living on and off the reservation. 

Unemployment on the Reservation at the same time was 14.4%. The Reservation employment 

structure and labor force are shown below . 

COLORADO RIVER INDIAN RESERVATION 
EMPLOYMENT STRUCTURE 

Agriculture . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
Commercial-Industrial ......... . 
Outdoor Recreation . . . . . . . . . . . 
Government Employment . . . 
Off-Reservation Employment 

Source: Colorado River Indian Tribe Planning Department 
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Civilian Labor Force 
Employed 
Unemployed 
Unemployment Rate 

Source: 

LABOR FORCE DATA 

1980 
609 
406 
321 
33.33 

1990 
2,831 
2,602 

229 
8.13 

1994 
3,016 
2,583 

433 
14.43 

Bureau of Indian Affairs, Information Profiles, 
Colorado River profile of the Colorado River Indian Reservation is included. 

A detailed community profile of the Colorado River Indian Reservation is included in Appendix 
E. 

3.D HISTORIC AND ARCHEOLOGICAL FEATURES 

The description of historic and archeological features is unchanged from that described in the 

initial EA. The description was based on an archeological survey of the entire 10-acre site in 

1991. Also at that time, compliance with the National Historic Preservation Act and 

consultation requirements (Section 106) was completed (see Appendix L). 

3.E PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY 

WCAI's existing carbon reactivation facility is the only tenant of the CRIT Industrial. Park. It 

has been operating on the site since August 1992 without any threat to the public health and 
safety. 

3.F ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE AND SECRETARIAL ORDER 3175 

I 

WCAI's existing carbon reactivation facility is located in the CRIT Industrial Park. The location 

and operation of the facility is approved by CRIT per a lease agreement (See Chapter 1). This 

lease was approved based on the issuance of a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) by 

BIA. The basis of the FONSI was a publicly available Environmental Assessment document. 
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CHAPTER4 

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES 

This chapter describes the potential environmental impacts of the Proposed Action and 

alternative actions, including information on the potential construction and operational impacts. 

Table 4-1 provides a summary of the environmental impacts for the Proposed Action and other 

alternative actions. 

4.A IMPACTS ON THE PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT 

4.A.1 Climate 

The Proposed Action and alternative actions will have no effect on the general climate of the 

area. 

4.A.2 Air 

4.A.2.1 Quality 

Proposed Action. The air quality at the site may be temporarily affected by dust during the 

construction phase of the processing and warehousing facility. No residential areas are adjacent 

to the site. These impacts are not expected to be significant. 

The expanded facility will not be a major source of air emissions pursuant to the Federal 

Prevention of Significant Deterioration Regulations. As described in Section 2.A.2.1.9, there 

will be a minor incremental increase in the emissions associated with the increase in capacity 

from 1,000 lb/hr to approximately 1200 lb/hr. Air pollution control equipment at the facility 
# 

is designed and will be operated to ensure that no significant impacts on ambient air quality will 

result from the increased capacity. A continuous emissions monitor (CEM) is employed to 

monitor carbon monoxide and oxygen directly after the APC equipment. See Sections 

2.A.2.1.5 and 2.A.2.1.7 for a description of the air pollution control equipment and monitoring 

devices . 

Suppkm1nlal Environm1nlal As1111m1nt 
W11tat11 Carbon-Arimna, Inc. 4-1 April 1996 



Additionally the facility has performed an air quality modeling analysis based on the stack 

exhaust. The results of this modeling are the basis of the Health Risk Assessment which is 

included in the Part B permit application. 

The handling of activated carbon in the proposed processing and warehousing facility will 

generate dust. All operations that have the potential to generate dust will be performed in areas 

equipped with a dust collection system (See Section 2.A.2.2.6). This will ensure that no 

significant impacts on ambient air will result from the operations performed in the proposed 

packaging and warehousing facility: 

. . 
Alternative No. 1. When compared to the Proposed Action, this alternative would avoid the 

minor dust related emissions associated with the operation of the proposed acid treatment 

process. 

No Action Alternative. When compared to the Proposed Action, this alternative would avoid 

the minor dust related emissions associated with the operation of the proposed acid treatment 

process and the incremental emission increases associated with the increased capacity of the 

reactivation facility. 

4.A.2.2 Noise 

Proposed Action. The Proposed Action would contribute to direct and indirect noise level 

effects associated with the facility. However, none of the noise level increases associated with 

the Proposed Action will have a significant impact on neighboring properties. 

Noise impact assessments generally consider (1) the extent to which people will be adversely 

affected, and (2) the ability of the proposed facility to comply with the applicable governmental 
# 

standards, laws or regulations. Since there are no known noise standards that are applicable to 

this facility, the appropriate focus is the potential impacts to people in the vicinity of the facility. 

The following factors were considered: 
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• existing noise levels prior to implementing the Proposed Action; 

• the location of potential noise sensitive land use receptors relative to the facility site; 

• noise propagation characteristics associated with the Proposed Action; and 

• the implications associated with the change in noise levels resulting from the Proposed 
Action. 

The initial EA discussed the noise related impacts associated with the initial construction and 

operation of the facility, as well as potential traffic related impacts. According to that document 

the annual average background noise levels in the vfoinity of the facility were 65 to 69 dBA 

before the facility was constructed. Truck traffic on nearby Highway 95 was the primary 

contributor to the background noise levels. 

The following table presents the results of noise monitoring that was performed at the existing 

facility on December 27-28, 1995. The data was collected using Quest Micro-15 noise meters 

configured for community noise monitoring (Code 724). The meters were placed at midpoints 

along the plant boundary fencing and at the southwest comer of the leased property adjacent to 

Mutahar Street. The noise meters were field calibrated before and after monitoring using a 

Quest QC-10 calibrator. The monitoring was conducted for a twenty-four hour period beginning 

at approximately 4:00 PM on December 27, 1995. The facility was operating normally 

throughout the monitoring period, and a truck delivering spent carbon was received and unloaded 

during the monitoring period. The results are presented as A-weighted, l...eq(24) noise levels. 

A-weighted noise levels indicate that the measurement instrument processes the sound pressure 

levels at different frequency bands in a manner that simulates the overall hearing response of the 

human ear. The U.S. EPA has determined that A-weighting is an appropriate method of 

obtaining a measure of noise proportional to its potential for affecting people (EPA 1974). Leq 

refers to the equivalent sound level and represents the steady sound level that has the same 

energy as the actual time-varying sound. Noise standards are often expressed as a Leq. A 

twenty-four hour averaging period was used because the facility operates on a continuous, 24-

hour basis . 
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MONITOR LOCATION NOISE LEVEL [Leq(24)] 

North Fence Midpoint 59dBA 

East Fence Midpoint 68dBA 

South Fence Midpoint 72 dBA 

West Fence Midpoint 60dBA 

Southwest Comer (Adjacent to Mutahar Street) 62dBA 

Based on these monitoring results, the noise levels at the property lines are generally consistent 

with the background noise levels reported in the initial EA. 

The facility is located in an industrial park and it is currently the only tenant in the park. There 

are no residences within 1 mile of the facility. Additional existing sources of noise in the 

vicinity of the facility include a rail line located approximately 1400 feet west of the facility and 

an airport located approximately 4500 feet north of the facility. It is estimated that 

approximately 4 to 6 freight trains pass by the site each day and approximately 15 to 20 small 

• 

planes use the airport daily. As described in the initial EA, the closest noise receptors would • 

be the individuals working in the offices located near the comer of Shea Street and Mutahar 

Street. These offices are located approximately 920 feet southwest of the facility. As illustrated 

on Figure 2-2, Highway 95 is located approximately 1600 feet west of the offices and the 

railroad tracks are located approximately 100 feet west. 

As described in Appendix N, the potential increase in noise associated with the Proposed Action 

was evaluated. The noise monitoring results described above represent the measured noise levels 

associated with the facility operating at a nominal capacity of approximately 600 lb/hr. Since 

the.new equipment that is being added at the facility is similar in design and quality in terms of 

noise emissions, an increase in capacity to approximat!ly 1200 lb/hr should result in a maximum 

3 dBA increase in noise levels at the office building. 

A change in outdoor noise level of 3 decibels is considered to be "just discernible" by noise 

people (Bolt Beranek and Newman, Inc., 1973). For the workers in the office building, the 
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change would be much less than 3 decibels because of the attenuation of the office building 

walls. The presence of normal office background noise would also mask any residual 

contribution of facility noise through the office wall system. Therefore, the resulting noise 

impact of increasing the facility capacity to approximately 1200 lb/hr, in terms of equipment 

noise, is expected to be negligible. The potential noise impacts associated with the relocation 

of the reactivated carbon processing and packaging operations are also expected to be negligible 

because they will be located within the processing and warehousing building. 

The Proposed Action will also increase the number of truck trips. The initial EA anticipated 

that a total of six truck trips per week (approximately one per day) would be required to deliver 

spent carbon and remove finished product. The total number of trucks associated with the 

expanded approximately 1200 lb/hr facility is expected to be two per day or approximately 12 

to 13 truck trips per week. The change from one to two truck trips per day in the vicinity of 

the office building would not have a significant effect on the office work environment because 

traffic is a major contributor to the existing background noise and the facility related traffic 

represents a very small percentage of the total traffic volume in the vicinity of. the office 

building. 

The construction related noise is not expected to be any greater than th~ noise associated with 

the initial construction activities. There are no new sensitive noise receptors. Therefore, these 

impacts are not considered significant because the expected construction noise levels would be 

comparable to the background levels associated with traffic on Highway 95. 

Alternative No. 1. From a noise standpoint, this alternative would be the same as the Proposed 

Action. 

No Action Alternative. From a noise standpoint, the No Action Alternative would be the same 

as Alternative No. 1. 
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4.A.3 Water Resources 

4.A.3.1 Water Sources <Surface and Groundwater) 

Proposed Action. Water usage as a result of the Proposed Action will not be greater than the 

water usage estimated in the initial EA. At approximately 1200 lb/hr, the water usage would 

fluctuate between 70 and 130 gallons per minute. However, total facility water usage will 

remain at or below the average 100 gallons per minute estimated in the initial EA. This equals 

52.6 million gallons per year or 161 acre-feet per year. This represents no change from what 

was considered in the initial EA. 

Under the terms of the lease agreement, water will be supplied by CRIT. Water usage at the 

expanded facility and processing and warehousing operations would equal 0.022 percent of 

CRIT' s annual water supply of 717, 000 acre-feet. This usage would not constitute a significant 

reduction of CRIT' s water supply. 

Impacts to the floodplains affected by the proposed alternative have been evaluated in accordance 

with Executive Order 11988. The facility is not located within a 100-year floodplain. Data 

supporting this fact was taken from the Flood Insurance Rate Map for the Colorado River Indian 

Reservation. 

It has been determined that no wetlands will be affected. Appendix P includes a letter from the 

Department of the Army, U.S. Corps of Engineers where a determination had been made that 

the project is not subject to jurisdiction under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act and therefore 

no Section 404 permit is required. It has also been determined that a 401 water quality 

certification from EPA is not required. 

Alternative No. 1. Since the acid treatment process does not involve an increase in water usage, 

it does not differ from the Proposed Action with respect to water usage. Therefore, neither the 

Proposed Action nor Alternative No. 1 will involve an increase in water usage when compared 

to the initial EA. 
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No Action Alternative. There is no significant difference between the Proposed Action and the 

No Action Alternative with respect to water usage. 

4.A.3.2 Water Quality 

Proposed Action. Since the facility is designed and will be operated to prevent uncontrolled 

releases, any potential negative impacts to groundwater or surface water resulting from facility 

expansion and processing and warehousing operations would relate to wastewater discharges. 

Wastewaster discharges from the reactivation facility are less than the service water usage 

described in Section 4.A.3.1 because of the evaporative losses that occur in the air pollution 

control equipment. While the increase in capacity to approximately 1200 lb/hr will result in an 

increase in the wastewater discharged from the facility, the total discharge will remain below 

the quantity described in the initial EA for the 1,000 lb/hr facility. Discharges from the 

processing and warehousing facility would be limited to sanitary wastewaters. The wastewater 

generated as a result of the Proposed Action will be discharged into the sewer system operated 

by the CRSSN. Discharges would be in accordance with the facility's Industrial Wastewater 

Discharge Permit. The current permit allows the facility to discharge 90,000 gallons of 

wastewater per day (62 gpm) to the POTW. A permit modification request has been submitted 

to the POTW requesting a 30,000 gallons per day (21 gpm) increase in the allowable discharge. 

It is anticipated that a discharge rate of 120,000 (83 gpm) gallons per day will be required to 

operate the facility at approximately 1200 lb/hr, which is less than the 144,000 (100 gpm) 

gallons per day that was anticipated in the initial EA for a 1,000 lb/hr facility. The 30,000 

gallons per day increase is not considered to be a substantial increase in relation to the total flow 

currently handled by CRSSN. 

Wastewater discharged from the facility contains total suspended solids (carbon dust with trace 

amounts of metals), total dissolved solids (salts), and trace amounts of organic materials. As 
~ 

illustrated in Appendix Q, the concentrations of these constituents are not significant when 

compared to the influent of the POTW. Concentrations of these materials are not expected to 

increase because of the increase in reactivation capacity or operation of the processing and 

warehousing facility and will be monitored in accordance with the Industrial Wastewater 
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Discharge Permit. The modified permit discharge limitation will include the sanitary wastewater 

generated at the processing and warehousing facility. 

Although, the facility does not have a point source discharge of stormwater, a Notice of Intent 

(NOi) ·to discharge stormwater was filed with U.S. EPA in order to inform EPA of the status 

of the facility with regard to stormwater discharges. As part of this program, the facility has 

prepared a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan which includes Best Management Practices to 

prevent the introduction of pollutants into the stormwater runoff from the facility. On September 

29, 1994, U.S. EPA issued an NPDES stormwater general permit coverage notice to the facility. 

This notice is provided in Appendix I. 

Alternative No. 1. With respect to water quality, there would be no difference between the 

Proposed Action and Alternative No. 1. 

No Action Alternative. There is no significant difference between the Proposed Action and the 

No Action Alternative with respect to water quality. 

4.A.4 Land Resources 

4.A.4.1 Topoeraphy and Physioeraphy 

Proposed Action. The capacity increase component of the Proposed Action would not result in 

the altering of any additional topography or physiography. The processing and warehousing 

component of the Proposed Action will result in the disturbance of approximately three 

additional acres of land· within the property currently leased to WCAI. The disturbance would 

result in the altering of the existing topography and physiography from the grading activities 

during construction. There is very little topographic relief within the leased site, therefore, no , 

significant impacts are expected. 

Alternative No. 1. With respect to topography and physiography there would be no difference 

between the Proposed Action and Alternative No. 1. 
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Colorado River Indian Reservation 
lands are in Arizona (225,995 acres) and California (42,696 
acres). Tribal lands are low arid desert and river bottom with 
abrupt mountain ranges. The Colorado River provides 90 miles 
of shoreline running north to south along the reservation. 

In 1864, Charles Debrille Poston, the first Indian superintendent 
for Arizona. selected the area as Arizona's second Indian reser­
vation. It was established March 3, 1865, for the ·1ndians of said 
river and its tributaries.· The Mohave have inhabited the area fot 
centuries, while members of the Chemehuevi. Hopi, and Navajo 
tribes relocated to the reservation later. 

The incorporated community of Parker is located on and sur­
rounded by reservation lands. A second community, Poston. is 
located on the reservation, 20 miles south of Parker. 

PRINCIPAL ECONOMIC ACTIV"1ES 

The reservation economy is centered around agriculture, recrea­
tion. government and light industry. which is expanding. The 
fertile river-bottom lands and available water allow 1rngated 
agriculture which produces cotton, alfalfa. wheat. feed grains. 
lettuce. and melons. Approximately 84,500 acres are now under 
cultivation and another 50,500 are available for development. 

The Colorado River rs the basis of an established recreation and 
tourism industry. Marmas. lodging facilities. food and beverage 
establishments. beaches. mobile home parks. and cabanas have 
been built. Recreational development leases and homesite leases 
are available. In addition, the Slue Water Casino opened in April 
1995 and employs over 2 SO. 

POPULATION 

1980 1990 1994 

Colorado River Indian 
Reservation (members) 2,504 3.035 3.127 

La Paz County 12,557 13.844 16.075 
·Arizona 2.716.546 3,665.228 4,071.650 

Sources: Anzona D•oanmrn1 or Economic SK\Jnty: U.S. Crnsus auruu: Colotaclo 
RM< rnoian Tri~. EnrOllm•n1 O•panmrn1. All!Ona SU~SllUI R-. 
1994. 

·""'"'"'··. 
Civilian ~bor Force 
Employed 
Unemployed 
Unemployment Rate 

LABOR FORCE DATA 

~ 
609 
406 
321 

33.3% 

1990 

2.831 
2.602 

229 
8.1%" 

1994 

3,016 
2.583 

433 
14.4% 

FLAGSTAFF 

SCENIC A ITRACTIONS 

The Colorado River. dams and lakes. is the reservation's greatest 
recreational and scenic attraction. Lakes Moovalya and Havasu 
are formed behind Headgate and Parker Dams. Facilities for 
swimme~. boaters and water-skiers may be found along the 
shoreline. Fishing for trout. stripped bass, bass. cat1ish, crappie 
and bluegill is excellent in the river. Dove. quail. waterfowl, rabbit 
and predator huntrng is excellent. Reservation huntrng and fish­
ing permits are required. 

Tribal occupation of the area 1s evidenced by petroglyphs. picto­
graphs. ancient trails and intaglios. The Tribal Museum and. 
Library attempt to preserve and interpret the heritage of each of 
the four tribes of the reservation as well as the general history of 
the area. Through the Museum. the tribes maintain two national 
historic sites. the Old Mohave Presbyterian Mission and the Old 
Arizona fronuer community of la Paz. Arizona. These are open 
to the public. 

GROWTH INDICATOR!i.' 

1990 ~ 
Postal Receipts (S)• 

199• 

(Parker) 637.147 686,367 711.998 
Parker Unified 

School District 2.332 2.622 2.667 

•Postal rece1pu are lor l1scal year. 

~· . 



b Colorado River Indian Reservation 

TAXES 

The State of Arizona does not tax Indian lands and Indian-owned 
property on reservations. Incomes of Indians residing on reservations 
are not taxed by the State if wholly derived from reservation sources. 
The Federal Government does not exempt individual Indians from 
income or other federal taxes. Indian people of Arizona are also 
exempt from state and local sales taxes on consumer goods purchased 
on the reservation. unless such taxes are imposed by the tribal gov· 
ernment. However. the State of Arizona collects taxes from reservation 
;esidents on sales of gasoline, ~lectricity, natural gas. and telephone 
service. 
Source: AnZON Property Tu bits and AS1eSSld VllullialL 

COMMUNITY FACILITIES 

The Colorado River Indian Reservation offers a wide range of commu· 
nity facilities induding a library-museum. two gymnasiums. two parks. 
two baseball diamonds, a fairgrounds. community center, rodeo 
grounds, and a marina with trailer park, beaches. cabanas. and picnic 
area. 

Special events include National Indian Days and Miss Indian Arizona 
Pageant in September and All-Indian Rodeo in December. 

Communication. In addition to communication resources from the 
·t of the state, the community has a local area weekly newspaper • 
. o stations from Lake Havasu City, one local television channel from 

•ker. and eleven additional channels via cable and satellite. 

educational. All reservation children attending local public schools 
attend the Parker Unified School District. 

Arizona Western College (in Yuma) and Northern Arizona University 
(in Flagstaff) offer extension courses at the Parker High School and the 
Tribal Educational Service Center. 

Medical. There 1s one hospital with 20 beds and laboratory, X·ray, 
emergency room f acihtres. four physicians. one dentist. seven commu­
nity health representatives. two field nurses, a health educator, and a 
sanitarian available. Additional medical facilities and services are avarl· 
able in Parker. 

Financial. There are five financial institutions with local branch offices 
located in nearby Parker. For information about state financial pro­
grams. contact the Arizona Department of Commerce. (602) 280· 
1300. 

Governmental. The. community is governed by a chairman, vice 
chairman. and tounol members. There is a local police department 
and a fire department with 27 volunteers. 

Al~port. Residents have access to the Avi Suquilla Airport which has 
a lighted. 4,800-foot runway, UNICOM. radio and fuel. 

Industrial Properties. The 140-acre Colorado River Tribes Industrial 
Park is fully improved with paved streets. all utilities and rail, air, and 
highway access. Contact the Colorado River Indian Tribes Resources 
Development Committee. 

Utilities 

Electricity: 

Natural Gas: 
Telephone: 
Water: 
Sewer: 

Bureau of Indian Affairs 
Arizona Public Service 
Southwest Gas Corporation 
Continental Telephone Co. 
CRIT Regional Water System 

(520) 669·7173 
669-2248 
669-2228 
669-2221 
669-9211 

Jointly operated by Tribes and Parker 

V'./EATHER 

-· -· -· ....... ,_ , __ l"n 
Taul ,_ .... tn 

Ooilr Dlir ,,....,.._ 0-, Dlir ,__ 
"'°""' Ma Mill. """'"' Monlll Ma Mift. ~ 

J~ 67.3 37.1 0.53 AuguSI 106.7 7L2 Cl.56 
Flblully 72.9 41.7 0.32 September IOZ.S 70.Z 0.26 

Mlldl 78.7 46.6 . 0.52 OCUltler 91.4 57.1 0.29 

April 87.0 53.6 0.22 NcMmller n.5 44.9 0.32 

May 95.3 61.9 0.03 December 61.3 38.1 0.46 

111111" 103.3 69.6 0.01 
Jult 108.6 78.8 0.30 YHI 88.l 56.5 l.82 

Aver..,e Tog! Snow. S1ee1 and Hid~ TrilCe 
Source: Parter WHlller Reponing S1'1ion. elevalion 42 5 It. 

This profile was prepared by the Arizona Department of Commerce 
Communication and Research Division in cooperation with the Colo­
rado River Indian Tribes Planning Department. 

For further information. contact: 

Colorado River Indian Tribes 
Rt 1 • Box 23·B 
Parker, /JV. 85344 
(520) 669-9211 

Bulk orders and complete sets of profiles may be obtained at moderate 
cost from the Arizona Department of Commerce by calling (602) 
280-1321. 

Arizona Department of Commerce 
3800 N. Central Ave .. Ste. 1400 
Phoenix, /JV. 85012 
(602) 280-1321 
FAX: (602) 280-1305 

Rtproducrion of 1his publica1ion for commercial use is prohibited by AR.5. 
39· I 11. Perrrossion 10 rtpnnr may bt granrtd upon writrtn reqwsr 10 1ht 
Arizona Departmtnr of Commerce. 6195 

~ 
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No Action Alternative. Implementation of the No Action Alternative would avoid the 

disturbance of 3 acres of industrially zoned land. 

4.A.4.2 Geolodc Settina 

Proposed Action. Given the current land use of the leased property, the addition of the 

processing and warehousing facility would have a negligible impact. There would be no impact 

associated with the increased capacity. 

Alternative No. 1. There would be no difference between the Proposed Action and Alternative 

No. 1 with respect to the geologic setting. 

No Action Alternative. The Proposed Action and the No Action Alternative are not materially 

different with respect to the geologic setting. 

4.A.4.3 Soils 

Proposed Action. The capacity increase component of the Proposed Action would not result in 

the disturbance of any additional land area. The processing and warehousing component of the 

Proposed Action will result in the disturbance of approximately three additional acres of land 

within the property currently leased to WCAI. While the processing facility is under 

construction, blowing sand could occur during periods of high winds. No significant erosion 

is anticipated to result from construction activities. The type of soil to be disturbed during 

construction is classified as Superstition series, which is a gravelly loamy fine sand that develops 

on zero to three percent slopes. 

Alternative No. 1. There would be no difference between Alternative No. 1 and the Proposed 

Action with respect to soils. 

No Action Alternative. The potential erosion related to the construction of the processing and 

warehousing facility would be avoided if the No Action Alternative were implemented . 

Suppl1m1ntal Environmtntal As1u1m1111 
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4.A.4.4 Land Use 

Proposed Action. Land use impacts associated with the Proposed Action would be negligible • 

because the action will take place within the boundaries of the currently leased land which is 

zoned for industrial use. 

Alternative No. 1. With respect to land use, Alternative No. 1 would not differ materially from 

the Proposed Action. 

No Action Alternative. The No Action Alternative would not differ materially from the 

Proposed Action with respect to land use. 

4.A.5 Transportation Network 

Proposed Action. The Proposed Action will not cause a significant traffic related impact on area 

roads and highways. Increased traffic would occur on State Highway 95 and on the access roads 

to the proposed si_te, Mojave Road, Shea Road and Mutahar Street. 

Experience has shown that approximately 50 percent of the traffic to the site uses Mohave Road 

to reach Mutahar Street from Highway 95, while the remaining 50 percent uses Shea Road from 

Highway 95 to Mutahar Street. The site access road is located on Mutahar Street. 

An average of approximately 12,800 vehicles per day currently travel along Highway 95 in the 

vicinity of the facility (Pike, 1996). It is estimated that approximately 300 of these vehicles are 

trucks (Andrew, 1996). Therefore, the total facility vehicular traffic represents a very small 

percentage of the traffic on Highway 95. 

The facility related traffic represents a much high percentage of the traffic on the access roads 
~ 

because Mojave, Shea and Mutahar are low volume roads. However, the potential impacts 

along these roads are minimal because they traverse areas that are generally undeveloped. There 

are no residences along any of these roads. The only developed land uses are two offices 

located near the comer of Shea Road and Mutahar Street. The increased truck traffic may 
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accelerate deterioration of the low volume roads. This deterioration will be a long-term effect 

which can be handled with routine road maintenance activities. 

During the construction phase, traffic would include construction equipment and construction 

workers. These impacts would be short-term. Post-construction impacts would include 

increased traffic from facility employees and trucks delivering spent carbon and picking-up 

reactivated product. As discussed in Section A.C, WCAI expects that the Proposed Action will 

result in the hiring of approximately 4 new fulltime employees. Truck traffic during operations 

of the approximately 1200 lb/hr facility (deliveries/pick-ups) will increase by an average of 1 

or 2 truck trips per week when compared to a 1,000 lb/hr facility. The traffic impacts 

associated with an increase of four additional employee vehicles per day and 1 to 2 additional 

truck trips per week will not significantly impact the traffic patterns currently encountered on 

Highway 95, Mojave Road, Shea Road or Mutahar Street. 

Alternative No. 1. The potential traffic related impacts associated with the acid treatment 

process would be limited to periodic deliveries of acid to the site (e.g., one to two deliveries per 

month). These minor impacts would be avoided if Alternative No. 1 were not implemented. 

No Action Alternative. The minor traffic related impacts associated with the construction and 

operations of the expanded facility would be avoided if the No Action Alternative were 

implemented. 

4.B IMPACTS ON THE BIOLOGICAL ENVIRONMENT 

4.B.1 Analysis of Impacts of Flora 
Proposed Action. When compared to the initial EA, no additional flora, including threatened 

and endangered species, will be impacted by the Proposed Action because the action will take 
# 

place within the boundaries of the leased property. The entire ten acres of the leased property 

were addressed in the initial EA. 

Alternative No. 1. With respect to flora, there is no difference between the implementation of 

Alternative No. 1 and the implementation of the Proposed Action . 
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No Action Alternative. Implementation of the No Action Alternative would not be different than 

the implementation of the Proposed Action with respect to flora, because all activities will occur 

within the leased property. 

4.B.2 Analysis of Impacts of Fauna 

Proposed Action. When compared to the initial EA, no additional fauna, including threatened 

and endangered species, will be impacted by the Proposed Action because the action wm take 

place within the boundaries of the leased property. The entire ten acres of the leased property 

were addressed in the initial EA. 

Alternative No. 1. Implementation of Alternative No. 1 would not be different than the 

implementation of the Proposed Action with respect to fauna. 

No Action Alternative. With respect to potential impacts on fauna, implementation of the No 

Action Alternative would not be different than the implementation of the Proposed Action . 

4.C IMPACTS ON THE SOCIOECONOMIC AND SOCIOCULTURAL ENVIRONMENT 

Proposed Project. The Proposed Action facility will provide additional employment 

opportunities for the CRIT labor force. In addition to the construction jobs, WCAI expects that 

the Proposed Action will result in the hiring of. approximately 4 new full-time employees (total 

of 28 employees) . 

The initial EA estimated that the facility would have approximately 17 fulltime employees. 

Experience has shown that more employees are required to operate the facility than were 

originally estimated. The facility currently employs 21 people. WCAI intends to add 

approximately four new positions when the installation of RF-2 is complete, and it is anticipated 
. . 

that approximately 28 people will ultimately be required to operate the expanded approximately 

1200 lb/hr facility with the processing and warehousing facility. Approximately four of these 

new positions are related to the increase in capacity from 1000 lb/hr to 

approximately 1200 lb/hr and the operation of the processing and warehousing facility. As a 
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condition of the lease agreement, WCAI agrees to give employment preference to Indians . 

Alternative No. 1. With regard to employment opportunities, Alternative No. 1 would not be 

different than the Proposed Action, because the addition of the acid treatment process would 

require less than one additional fulltime employee. 

No Action Alternative. The No Action Alternative would result in the loss of potential 

employment opportunities for the CRIT labor force. 

4.D IMPACTS ON HISTORIC AND ARCHEOLOGICAL FEATURES 

Proposed Action. Historic and archaeological features will not be impacted by the Proposed 

Action because the action will take place within the boundaries of the leased property. The 

entire ten acres of the leased property were addressed in the initial EA. Additional Section 106 

consultation with the Arizona State Historic Preservation Office may be required if any historic 

and/or archaeological features are discovered during construction activities . 

Alternative No. 1 The implementation of Alternative No. 1 would have no impact on historic 

and archaeological features. 

No Action Alternative. The implementation of the No Action Alternative would have no impact 

on historic and archaeological features. 

4E. PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY 

Proposed Action. Public health and safety will not be impacted by the Proposed Action because -
of the types of materials processed at the facility, the emission control measures, or the 

emergency preparedness and response procedures utilized at the facility. 

The facility is equipped with emission control equipment (see Sections 2.A.2.1.5 and 2.A.2.1. 7) 
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to control the potential emission of volatile organic compounds, particulate matter, sulfur dioxide 

and acid gases into the atmosphere. Additionally, the reactivation process -- from acceptance 

at the facility to shipment of reactivated product -- takes place in an essentially enclosed system. 

Areas that are prone to potential dusting are equipped with dust suppression or dust collection 

systems (see Section 2.A.2.2.6.). Tanks in which spent carbon or the water used to transport 

the spent carbon is stored are equipped with carbon adsorption systems to collect any organic 

vapors that may be vented from the tanks due to working or breathing losses. All of these 

abatement systems are monitored to ensure they are in proper working order. The entire process 

area, as well as the hazardous spent carbon storage area is in secondary containment to prevent 

the release of materials to the environment from spills. 

The facility has a formal equipment inspection program that includes a protocol for dealing with 

any deficiencies found during the periodic inspections. Additionally, the facility has developed 

a contingency plan that outlines the procedures to be used in the event of an accidental release 

of hazardous materials and other potential emergencies. This plan has been provided to the local 

emergency response organizations and other entities, such as hospitals, that may be utilized in 

an emergency situation. 

Additionally, the EPA, in consultation with CRIT, inspects the facility approximately every six 

months. During the initi8l inspection, some issues were found that have subsequently been 

addressed. The four inspections following the initial inspection have not resulted in any 

substantive non-compliance issues. EPA submits the results of the inspections to CRIT, BIA and 

the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ). 

To ensure the safety of employees, the facility has established a personnel training program 

which meets 29 CFR 1910.120. Personnel complete an introductory 40-hour class room training , 
program and are trained for their particular job descriptions within six months after they are 

hired or promoted. Employees are not assigned to unsupervised positions which would require 

them to handle hazardous waste until they have completed the introductory training. Continuing 

training comprised of at least eight hours of refresher-type class room training is also 
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administered to all employees on an annual basis. Key components of the training program are 

the proper use and maintenance of the personal protection equipment, emergency response, and 

the maintenance and inspection requirements of the facility's emergency equipment. 

Additionally, facility employees are trained annually on the following plant specific safety 

programs which include: lock-out/tag-out, confined space entry and monitoring, forklift 

operation, contingency plan, hazard communication and CPR/first aid. The plant also adheres 

to the regulations of the Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) and employs 

a full time Environmental Health and Safety Director to ensure compliance with these 

regulations. The facility also monitors employee exposure to organic contaminants annually to 

ensure proper PPE is in use. To date, all employee monitoring has shown that exposures are 

below the OSHA 8-hour time weight average (TWA) permissible exposure limit (PEL). 

Alternative No. 1. The implementation of Alternative No. 1 would have no impact on public 

.health and safety. 

No Action Alternative. The implementation of the No Action Alternative would have no impact 

on public health and safety. 

4.F ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE AND SECRETARIAL ORDER 3175 

The initial EA scoping period was from October 1988 through November 1990. The initial EA 

and FONSI was approved and made available to the public on March 1, 1991. Agencies 

providing comments can be found in the initial EA' s Appendix G. 

Compliance with Executive Order 12898 concerning Environmental Justice was accomplished 

by making available to the public information concerning the facility, including the proposed 
~ 

action. 

Table 4-2 provides a summary of the permits and approvals required for the facility . 
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WCAI voluntarily participated in the Expanded Public Participation program prior to the 

submittal of the RCRA Part B application. WCAI consulted with CRIT to determine their • 

opinions relative to the public participation policies before initiating the activities that are 

described below. 

A public meeting was held on October 4, 1994 at the Job Training Partnership Act/Johnson 

O'Malley Building which is located on the reservation. The stenographic record of the meeting 

and the sign-in sheets from the meeting are provided in Appendix M. No written comments or 

materials were received from the public meeting. 

A public notice for the meeting was published as a display advertisement in the Parker Pioneer 

on August 24, 1994. The Parker Pioneer is a newspaper of general circulation within LaPaz 

County. A copy of the advertisement and proof of publication are provided in Appendix M. 

A copy of the public notice was also provided to Mr. Daniel Eddy, Jr., CRIT Tribal Council 

Chairman, on August 19, 1994. A copy of the letter transmitting the notice is provided in 

Appendix M. The notice extended an invitation for a tour of the facility to anyone who was 

interested. 

WCAI also posted the notice on a sign at the facility. The sign was large enough to be legible 

from the facility boundary. 

Finally, the notice was also broadcast on August 25, 1994. The broadcast was on a local radio 

station KLPZ. Proof of the broadcast is provided in Appendix M. 

· The SEA was submitted for public comment on March 12, 1996 through April 5, 1996. 
~ 

Appendix P contains a list of agencies that were sent a copy of the draft SEA for comment. 

Appendix Palso includes a summary of all of the comments received from these agencies. 

There will be at least two more opportunities for public participation during the Part B 
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application process. These will occur prior to the performance demonstration (trial bum) test 

program and when EPA has prepared a draft permit decision. A public notice and comment 

period will occur in each instance. Both of these are expected to occur within approximately 

the next eight months. 

Additionally, the facility is an existing facility, located in an area zoned for industrial activity, 

provides employment for the local population and poses little risk to the health and safety of the 

local population. Consideration was given to local minority and low income groups which may 

be affected by the proposed action. The facility will have a positive economic impact on the 

Colorado River Indian Tribes. Although priority will be give to Tribal members regarding 

employment, the possibility exists that some positions will be filled by non-Indian. Therefore, 

the large Hispanic population present in La Paz County could also benefit from the increased 

employment opportunities generated by the facility. Potential negative environmental impacts 

have been identified as minor and will be mitigated as described in the SEA . 

The BIA is charged with protection of Indian trust assets (Secretarial Order 3175). The 

proposed action site presently engages in the same type industrial activities that will occur as a 

result of the proposed action. CRIT has also endorsed the proposed expansion by way of a tribal 

resolution and has issued a building permit which authorizes the required construction activities. 

No concerns related to environmental justice (Executive Order 12898) or with the protection of 

Indian trust assets (Secretarial Order 3175) have been identified. 

4.G CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

As stated in the initial EA, residential and industrial development of CRIT Reservation is 

presently active. Proposed developments reflect an effort by CRIT to pursue economic 

development on their reservation whicb include increasing CRIT revenues and employment 

opportunities . 
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The potential for growth, including the Proposed Action, will affect the physical. and human 

resources of the region. The resulting cumulative impacts are listed below. 

Physical Environment 

1. Water Quality - wastewater discharges will increase over current facility 
discharge rates, although they will be within the discharge rate described in the 
initial EA. 

2. Air Quality - fugitive dust from construction and increased travel on unpaved 
roadways; minor increases in aµtomobile/truck and process emissions. 

3. Minor increases in facility related traffic. 

Human Environment 

Socioeconomic Conditions - increased employment opportunities during the construction and 

operation of the processing and warehousing facilities and secondary economic benefits to nearby 

businesses and attractions. 

4.H UNAVOIDABLE ADVERSE IMPACTS 

Implementation of mitigation measures can reduce or eliminate adverse impacts associated with 

the Proposed Action. Unavoidable adverse impacts are those that remain after the application 

of mitigation measures. These impacts must be considered in the context of growth which is 

occurring in the area and which would continue regardless of whether or not the Proposed 

Action is implemented. Unavoidable adverse impacts associated with the proposed action are 

listed below. 

Water Quality. The Proposed Action will increase the wastewater effluent being discharged to 

the local POTW over the current discharge rates, although the discharge rate will be within the 

rates described in the initial EA. 
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Air Resources. The Proposed Action would result in a temporary increase in fugitive dust 

emissions during construction. Subsequently, emissions from delivery trucks, worker vehicles, 

and process emissions will increase incrementally and be present over the life of the Proposed 

Action. 

Traffic. The Proposed Action would result in a minor increase in traffic in the area. 

4.1 RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN LOCAL SHORT-TERM USES OF 
MAN'S ENVIRONMENT AND THE MAINTENANCE AND 
ENHANCEMENT OF LONG-TERM PRODUCTIVITY 

For the Proposed Action, short-term is defined as the construction period. Long-term is defined 

as the operation of the proposed project. Short-term and long-term impacts can be either 

beneficial or adverse. A list of short-term and long-term impacts follows. 

Short-Term Impacts - Beneficial 

1. Creation of construction employment opportunities. 

2. Opportunities for full-time employment for tribal members. 

Short-Term Impacts - Adverse 

1. Disturbance of approximately 3 acres within the original 10-acre lease parcel of 
industrially zoned land. 

2. Potential temporary degradation of air quality due to fugitive dust. 

3. Temporary elevation of noise levels. 

4. Temporary increase in construction traffic on roadways. 

5. Potential discharge/release of contaminants (i.e., air emissions, wastewater, spent 
carbon) due to malfunctions, power failures or other unforeseen events. 

Long-Term Impacts - Beneficial 

,l. Availability of job training and employment opportunities for tribal members . 
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2. Secondary economic benefits to nearby businesses and attractions. 

Long-Term Impacts - Adverse 

1. Minor increase in traffic volumes on area roadways. 

2. Accelerated deterioration of access roads 

3. Incremental increase in water consumption. 

4. Incremental increase in air contaminants. 

5. Incremental increase in wastewater discharges. 

6. Incremental increase in energy consuµiption. 

7. Potential discharge/release of contaminants (i.e., air pollutants, wastewater, spent 
carbon) due to malfunctions, power failures or other unforeseen events. 

4.J IRREVERSIBLE AND IRRETRIEVABLE COMMITMENT OF RESOURCES 

Construction and operation of the Proposed Action would result in either the irreversible or 

irretrievable commitment of certain resources. An irreversible commitment means that once a 

change in a resource's status occurs, it cannot be restored to its present status. An irretrievable 

commitment means that the resource in question cannot be recovered or reused during the period 

of time the Proposed Action is in effect; however, the action is reversible. 

Loss of open space, as a result of implementing the Proposed Action, is an irretrievable 

commitment of resources. These losses could be reversed upon closure of the facility by 

removing all improvements from the proposed project area. 

Water and energy used as a result of implementing the Proposed Action represents an 

irreversible commitment of these resources. Water and energy cannot be stored by the Tribe for 

use at some future time or upon expiration of the lease agreement. 
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TABLE 4-1 

SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENT AL CONSEQUENCES 

ENVIRONMENT AL 
IMPACT 

CATEGORY PROPOSED 
ACTION 

AIR QUALITY No Significant Impact 
From Process Emissions 

NOISE No Significant Impact; 
Minor increase in 
construction and traffic 
related noise 

WATER SOURCES No Significant Impact 

WATER QUALITY No Significant Impact 

LAND RESOURCES No Significant Impact 

GEOLOGIC SETTING No Significant Impact 

SOILS No Significant Impact; 
Slight Potential for Soil 
Erosion During 
Construction 

LAND USE No Significant Impact 

TRANSPORTATION No Significant Impact; 
NETWORK Increased Traffic From l 

to 2 Additional 
Trucks/Day 

SOCIOECONOMIC AND Increase in employment 
SOCIOCULTURAL opportunities 
ENVIRONMENT 

HISTORIC AND No Impact 
ARCHEOLOGICAL 
FEATURES 

PUBLIC HEALTH No Impact 
AND SAFETY 

ENVIRONMENT AL No Impact 
JUSTICE AND 
SECRET ARIAL ORDER 
3175 
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ALTERNATIVES 

ALTERNATIVE 1 

No Significant Impact From 
Process Emissions 

No Significant Impact; 
Minor increase in 
construction and traffic 
re~ated noise 

No Significant Impact 

No Significant Impact 

No Significant Impact 

No Significant Impact 

No Significant Impact; 
Slight Potential for Soil 
Erosion During 
Construction 

No Significant Impact 

No Significant Impact; 
Increased Traffic From 1 to 
2 Additional Trucks/Day 

No Significant Impact 

No Impact 

No Impact 
~ 

No Impact 

NO ACTION 
ALTERNATIVE 

No Change (i.e., 
current situation 
remains) 

No Change 

~ 

No Change 

No Change 

No Change 

No Change 

No Change 

No Change 

No Change 

-

No Change 

No Change 

No Change 

No Change 

April 1996 



TABLE 4-2 

SUMMARY OF WESTATES CARBON-ARIZONA, INC. 

PERMITS AND APPROVALS 

PERMIT/APPROVAL 

FONSI Issued - Initial EA 

POTW Industrial Wastewater 

Discharge Permit 

Part A Permit Application 

CRIT Resolution Supporting Expansion 

Second Reactivation Furnace 

(approximately 1200 lb/hr) 

NPDES General Discharge Permit 

Submittal - Part B Application 

Submittal - Revised Part B Application 

Federal Aviation Administration Permit 

Stack/Crane 

Prevention of Source Deterioration 

Applicability (PSD) 

Building Permits 

Benzene NESHAP Approval . 

Submittal - Supplemental to Final EA 

SEA FONSI Approved 

Supplemental Environmental As1e11111en1 
We.rtate.r CarlJon-ArizPna, Inc. 

AGENCY 

Bureau of Indian Affairs 

CRSSN 

EPA Region IX 

CRIT Tribal Council 

USEPA 

EPA Region IX 

FAA 

EPA Region IX 

CRIT Building & Safety 

EPA Region IX 

Bureau of Indian Affairs 

Bureau of Indian Affairs 

4-22 

DATE 

March 1, 1991 

April 5, 1991 

~ 

August 12,1991 

February 18, 1994 

September 29, 1994 

January 16, 1995 

November 7,1995 

April 25, 1995 

July 7, 1995 

July 20, 1995 

August 4, 1995 

February 1, 1996 

April 29, 1996 

April 1996 
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CHAPTERS 

MITIGATION MEASURES 

Implementation of mitigation measures can reduce or eliminate adverse impacts associated with 

a proposed action or alternatives. The following measures have been developed to mitigate the 

impacts anticipated as a result of the Proposed Action. 

5.A PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT 

A Contingency (Emergency Response) Plan has been developed for the facility. This is a written 

plan that defines the actions that will be taken during an emergency (spills, fire, explosion, or 

threatened release of hazardous waste) to minimize hazards to human health and the 

environment. The following additional plans and programs have also been developed for the 

facility, including a Waste Analysis Plan, a Personnel Training Program, a Performance 

Demonstration Test Plan, and a Closure Plan. These plans have all been submitted in the RCRA 
Part B application. 

A monitoring and enforcement program and a pollution prevention plan shall be adopted by the 

lessee within one (1) year of the approved FONS!, in consultation and coordination with the 

Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), BIA, and CRIT to insure appropriate protection of air 

and water quality. The intent of the program is to minimize or reduce the facility contaminant 

emissions and discharge without compromising other control currently in place, approved or 

proposed (i.e., contaminant monitoring of discharge streams, work area of employees health 
monitor area, site inspections, etc.) 

S.A.1 Air 

5.A.1.1 Air Ouality 

The facilities have been designed with air pollution control (APC) equipment, including the 

addition of a WESP, that limits potential facility emissions. Combustion parameters, pollution 
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control equipment effectiveness, and air emissions will be monitored on a continuous basis as • 

part of standard operating procedures by plant personnel. Additionally, periodic plant 

inspections will be performed by EPA personnel and Tribal environmental personnel. The 

facility's RCRA Part B permit application describes the APC equipment in detail. Prior to 

receiving its final RCRA permit, the facility will be required to conduct a performance 

demonstration to demonstrate that the APC equipment meets the performance goals as described 

in the RCRA.Part B application. Personnel monitoring will continue to be conducted per OSHA 

guidelines. 

Water spray will be applied, as necessary, to reduce blowing dust during construction. The 

construction contractor will be given responsibility for providing water for dust control. 

5.A.1.2 Noise 

Mufflers, enclosures, and other noise suppression measures will be incorporated to control the 

noise generated at the facility. As discussed in Appendix N, the selected ID fan and equipment 

placement will reduce the noise generated by RF-2. 

Construction work schedules will be designed to minimize or reduce noise levels during sensitive 

times of the day, i.e. in the evening and early morning hours. Truck deliveries will typically 

occur during daylight hours. 

5.A.2 Water 

Water utilized at the facility will be recycled to the extent practicable. Areas where water is 

recycled include the motive water system, the cooling water system and in the air pollution 

control equipment. Curbs for spill containment will be installed and the Contingency Plan will 

be implemented to recover spills at the time of occurrence. 

Suppltmenlal Enllironmtnlal Assessment 
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5.A.3 Land Resources 

No unnecessary disturbances, those not required by the proposed project, of soils and land 

surface will be made. 

5.A.4 Transportation Network 

The Office of Hazardous Materials Transportation, U.S. Department of Transportation, has 

developed detailed procedures and guidelines to handle incidents involving hazardous materials 

during transportation. These procedures are detailed in the Emergency Response Guidebook 

(ERG) (DOT P 5800.4). The ERG is a guide to assist first responders in making informed 

judgments during the initial phases of a transportation incident. The ERG has been widely 

distributed to state and local public safety authorities. 

All transporters must have commercial drivers licenses (CDL). The materials must be 

transported with DOT-approved tractors and trailers. Any transporter hauling hazardous spent 

carbon to the facility is required to be certified as a hazardous waste hauler with a specific EPA 

I.D. number. They must complete 16 hours of hazardous materials handling (with annual 8-hour 

refresher) and registered with DOT. In California, they must be registered with the Department 

of Toxic Substance Control. Transporters are also required to carry a minimum of $1.2 million 

liability insurance. 

5.B SOCIOECONOMICS AND SOCIOCULTURAL ENVIRONMENT 

Members of the CRIT shall be given employment preference when qualified and available. 

5.C. PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY 

The facility has installed air pollution control (APC) equipment which includes an afterburner 

for the destruction of organic constituents, a venturi scrubber for particulate matter and metals 

removal, a packed bed (alkaline) scrubber for acid gas removal, and a WESP for additional 
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particulate and metals removal. The APC equipment is continuously monitored by 

instrumentation and properly trained operators to ensure proper operation. 

All process and storage areas are located within secondary containment structures to ensure that 

any spills or leaks ~ contained. Additionally, the facility has written procedures to be 

implemented in the event of a spill or leak in it's Contingency Plan. 

All employees handling spent carbon are trained in accordance with 29 CFR 1910.1200 and 

receive additional specific on-site safety and environmental training. In addition, the facility 

employs a full-time Environmental, Health and Safety Director. 

The facility has performed an air quality analysis based on air dispersion modeling and 

anticipated stack exhaust parameters. The results of this air quality analysis formed the basis 

of the Health Risk Assessment which is included in the Part B application. 

S.D CULTURAL RESOURCES 

Should any archeological remains be encountered during project ground disturbing activities, 

work will stop in the area of discovery and the stipulations of 36 CFR 800.11 will be followed. 

The BIA Area Archeologist and the Tribal Museum Director office will be contacted 

immediately. 

S.E. OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 

Any proposed expansion of the facility's processing capacity above the RCRA processing 

capacity of 2760 lb/hr wet spent carbon feed to RF-2 reactivation furnace (i.e., approximately 

1200 lb/hr of dry reactivated carbon) as identified in the RCRA Part A and Part B permits 

and/or exceeds 200,000 gallons of RCRA storage capacity in the existing warehouse, another 

SEA will be required. 
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CHAPTER6 

LIST OF AGENCIES AND INDIVIDUALS 

CONTACTED FOR CONSULTATION 

The persons and organization listed below were contacted or submitted comments during the 

preparation of this supplement to the Environmental Assessment. 

STATE AGENCIES 

Arizona Department of Commerce 

Arizona Department of Environmental Quality 

Arizona Department of Transportation 

Arizona Department of Public Safety 

Natural Resources Conservation Service, Phoenix 

Arizona State Parks, State of Arizona Historic Preservation Office, Phoenix 

FEDERAL AGENCIES 

Bureau of Indian Affairs, Phoenix Area Office 

Bureau of Indian Affairs, Colorado River Agency 

Bureau of Land Management, Arizona State Office 

Department of Interior, Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance, San Francisco, CA 

Department of the Army, U.S. Corps of Engineers 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Phoenix Office 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX 

Indian Health Service, Parker, Arizona 

TRIBAL AGENCIES 

C.R. I. T. Environmental Office, Parker, Arizona 

C.R.l.T. Tribal Council Chairman, Parker Arizona 

LOCAL AGENCIES 

City of Parker, Parker, Arizona 
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CHAPTER 7 

LIST OF PREPARERS 

Bureau of Indian Affairs. Phoenix Atta Office 

Amy L. Heuslein 

POSITION: 

EDUCATION/EXPERIENCE: 

SEA RESPONSIBILITY 

John Krause 

POSITION: 

EDUCATION/EXPERIENCE: 

SEA RESPONSIBILITY: 

Garry J. Cantley 

POSITION: 

EDU CA TI ON/EXPERIENCE: 

SEA RESPONSIBILITY: 

Envirorunental Protection Officer 

B.S., Biology, Stephens College 
18 years professional experience 

As Federal Project Manager, Ms. Heuslein was responsible for 
reviewing and approval recommendation of the SEA. 

Hazardous Waste Coordinator 

B.S. Chemical Engineering, University of Arizona 
12 years of professional experience 

Review of SEA 

Archaeologist 

M.A. Archaeology, Arizona State University 
20 years professional experience 

Review of SEA 

Bureau of Indian Affairs. Colorado River Agency 

Goldie Stroup 

POSITION: 

EXPERIENCE: 

SEA RESPONSIBILITY: 
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Realty Officer 

26 years professional experience 

Review of SEA 
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RUST Environment & Infrastructure 

John T. Dent 

DISCIPLINE/EXPERTISE: 

EXPERIENCE: 

SEA RESPONSIBILITY: 
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Chemical Engineering, Environmental Permitting 
and Regulatory Compliance, Air Quality, Water Quality, 
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act, 
National Environmental Policy Act 

Six years consulting work, Ten years 
industrial environmental engineering (chemical and 
power industries) 

Project Manager, repon writing, technical content 
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APPENDICES 

Description 

June 3, 1994 Letter 
From Michael Feeley (U.S. EPA) to Monte McCue (WCAI) 

July 7, 1995 Letter 
From David P. Howecamp (U.S. EPA) to Monte McCue (WCAI) 

August 4, 1995 Letter 
From Felicia Marcus (U.S. EPA) to Monte McCue (WCAI) 

Parker, Arizona Community Prdfile, July 1995 

Colorado River Indian Reservation Community Profile, July 1995 

Drawing No. SEAPFDl, Revision 1 - Process Flow Diagram 
Drawing No. 01-32-00lP - Site Plan 
Drawing No. Dl4789-02 - Plot Plan 

Spent Carbon Container Specifications 

Test Result Summary Pages 

NPDES Stormwater General Permit Coverage Notice 

CRIT Support Resolution (February 18, 1994) 

Building Permit (July 20, 1995) 

National Hist~ric Preservation Act Compliance/Consultation Requirements 

Public Meeting Stenographic Record and Sign-In Sheets 
Public Notice Transmittal Letter (August 19, 1994) 
Public Notice Proof of Broadcast and Advertisement (August 25, 1994) 

Effect of Westates Carbon, Parker, Arizona Facility on Community Noise 

Wind Roses (Wind Speed and Direction Data for Parker Area) 

Public Comments 

CRSSJV and WCAI Permit Limitations Comparison 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

REGION IX 

JUN 0 3 1994 

Mr. l\fonte McCue 
Plant Manager 
Westates Carbon-Arizona Inc. 
2523 Mutahar Street 
Parker AZ 85344 

75 Hawthorne Street 
San Francisco, Ca. 94105-3901 

RECEIVED JUN l 0 ~ 

In Reply 
Refer to: H-3-3 
AZD 982 441 263 

Re: Westates Carbon - Arizona, Inc. ("Westates") Hazardous Waste Treatment Facility 

(the "Facility") on the Colorado River Indian Reservation 

• Dear Mr. McCue: 

• 

This letter is in response to the questions you raised at a meeting held on January 6, 
1994, regarding the construction of Westates' second thermal treatment unit at the Facility and 
the submittal of Westates' Part B of the application for a RCRA permit. For convenience, I 

will refer to your agenda for the meeting (a copy 1s enclosed). 

Agenda Item 2.0 - Addition of Second Unit Under Interim Status 

You described the following two alternatives for completing construction of Westates' 
second unit: l) install the second unit with capacity that would bring the total design capacity 
of the. Faciliry to 1,200 ibthr of ciry product; or 1.) install the second umt with the total 
allowed capacity (1200 lb/hr dry product) for the Facility and "shut down" the existing unit. 
You further stated that for alternative 2, Westates would construct the second unit in two 
phases, with the first phase resulting in the second unit having the remaining total capacity for 
the Facility ( 1200 lb/hr minus capacity of existing unit--approximately 600 lb/hr), and the 
second phase resulting in the second unit having that total capacity for the Facility. Based on 
the information that Westates has provided to EPA, we believe that Westates could choose 

either alternative, subject to the limitations set forth below. 

Because Westates described two units with a total capacity of 1200 lb/hr dry product 
in its Part A of the application for a RCRA permit, Westates could choose to build its second 
unit as outlined in alternative I above. Similarly. Westates could choose alternative 2 as long 

. as the existing unit was disabled when the design capacity of the second unit exceeded the 
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remaining total capacity for the Facility. More specifically, if Westates chooses to construct 
the second unit in two phases as described above, Westates must disable the existing unit at 
the commencement of the second construction phase. This would ensure that at no time would 
the Facility exceed the total design capacity of 1200 lb/hr dry product while the Facility is in 
interim status. "Disabling" the existing unit would consist of "locking-out" the starters of the 
motors for the unit's drive, cooling air fan, combustion air blowers and induced draft fan. If 
Westates chooses alternative 2, within fifteen (15) days after the design capacity of the second 
unit exceeds the remaining total. capacity for the Facility as described above, Westates must 

provide evidence to EPA that the existing unit was disabled. 

Agenda Item 4 - Other Part B Application Issues 

We agree that you may apply for a permit for a total facility capacity of 1800 lb/hr 
product (existing unit plus second unit). Note, however, that a trial bum for the existing unit 
will be required before any permit decision can be made. The trial bum for the second unit 
could also be conducted before a permit decision is made, at your option. Note however, that 
while one unit is being tested the other unit must be "locked out" in the manner described 

above. 

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact Ray Fox of my staff at 

(415) 744-2053. 

Enclosure 

cc: Daniel Eddy Jr. Ch:!.ir:nan 

Sincerely, 

Michael Feeley, Chief 
Permits and Solid Was 

Conner Byestewa, Environmental Director 
Colorado River Indian Tribes 
Route l, Box 23B 
Parker AZ 85344 

Amy Heuslein, Environmental Quality Services 
Bureau of Indian Affairs, Phoenix Area Office 
P.O. Box 10 
Phoenix AZ 85001 
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Allen Anspach, Superintendent 
Bureau of Indian Affairs, Colorado River Agency 

Route 1. Box 9-C 
Parker AZ 85344 

Anthony· Leverock . 
Arizona Department of Environmental Quality 
3033 North Central Avenue 
Phoenix AZ 85012 

Matt Killeen 
Steven M. P.ichmond· 
Wheelabrator Environmental Systems Inc. 
Liberty Lane 
Hampton NH 03842 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

REGION IX 

75 Hawthorne Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105-3901 REC E I VE D JUL l l 1995 

July 7, 1995 

FILE COPY 
Monte McCue 
Plant Manager 
2523 Mutahar Street 
Post Office Box E 
Parker, AZ 85344 

Dear Mr. McCue: 

Re: Westates Carbon facility applicability determination 

This letter is in response to your request for a determination of the applicability of the 
Prevention of Significant Air Quality Deterioration (PSD) regulations (40 CFR 52.21). We 
have reviewed the material concerning the proposed modification to the Westates carbon 
regeneration facility on the Colorado Indian Reservation in Parker, Arizona. As described 
below, according to our analysis of the maximum potential emissions, the proposed project is 
not a "major stationary source" or "major modification" as defined in 40 CFR 

52.21(b). 

In making this determination we have reviewed the infonnation you have submitted, 
as well as information from similar facilities. We have appreciated your prompt answers to 
our questions about your facility's operations. For your records, information considered in 

our review includes: 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Your PSD Applicability Determination Report, dated June 2, 1995 . 

Process flow diagrams and other applicable data from your 40 CFR 61 subpart FF 
Benzene NESHAP Application, dated June 6, 1995. 

Source test data from volumes III and IV of your RCRA Part B Permit Application, 
dated January 1995. 

Permits for similar facilities including those permitted by: EPA Region 10 (Cameron­
Yakima facility), Pennsylvania Depamnent of Envirorunental Resources (Darlington 
and Beaver Falls Environtrol facilities), and the Oklahoma Department of 
Environmental Quality (Elf Atochem facility). 
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• Information concerning sulfur content of spent carbon and particulate carry-over from 
EPA's Alternative Control Technology Document - Carbon Reactivation Processes 
(EPA 453/R-92-019, December 1992). 

• Your correspondence with Jennifer Fox including a meeting in San Francisco (June 6, 
1995), and conference calls (June 22, 1995 and June 27, 1995). 

As we have discussed, whether a new source or modification is subject to PSD review 
is dependent on whether that source has the "potential to emit" major amounts of a regulated 
pollutant. The Westates carbon facility in question lacks federally_ enforceable limits-on 
potential emissions because state and local air agencies have no permitting authority on 
Indian lands. Therefore, in the absence of federally enforceable limitations, the source's 
potential to emit (PTE) must be calculated by considering the unrestricted operations of the 
source. Under these conditions, the calculated emission rates (listed below) are well above 
expected emissions levels, but still under above the major source/modification applicability 
threshold of 250 tons per year. 

Pollutant 

Sulfur Dioxide 
Nitrogen Oxides 
Particulates (PM-10) 
Carbon Monoxide 
Volatile Organic Compounds 
Lead 

Emission Rate 
tons/year 

76 
15 

200 
8 

20 
1 

FILE COPY 

Therefore, based on the information you have provided us in your submittal, the EPA 
has determined that this project is conditionally exempt from the requirements of the PSD 
regulations. Although exempt from PSD, the source is still subject to all applicable air 
pollution rules and regulations (including the Benzene NESHAP requirement of 40 CFR Part 
61 subpart FF). Also furore construction, modification, or changes in operation procedures 
may require review by this office concerning any necessary permits if such actions are 
planned. This determination will expire if construction has not commenced by June 30, 
1997. 

After the issuance of this letter, should the EPA determine that the project is a major 
source or major modification and subject to PSD, then this source will have to inuncdiatcly 
apply for a federal PSD permit. All requirements of the PSD regulations will have to be 
satisfied even though construction may be complete. In the event that vendor guaranteed 
emission rates are not achieved, it will still be the source's responsibility to comply with all 
PSD requirements. Failure to comply with the requirements of the PSD regulations or 
continued operation of such a source prior to receiving a final PSD permit may subject the 
source to federal enforcement action pursuant to Section 113 of the Clean Air Act. 

• 

• 

• 
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If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact Jennifer Fox of our 

New Source Section at (415) 744-1257. 

Sincerely, 

[bt)~,C~_; 
David P. Howekamp 
Director 
Air and Toxics Division 

cc: Man Killeen, Wheelabrator Environmental 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

August 4, 1995 

Mr. Monte McCure 
Plant Manager 

REG!ON IX 

75 Hawthorne Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105-3901 

Wheelabrator Environmental Systems, Inc. 
2523 Mutahar Street 
Post Office Box E 
Parlcer; AZ· 85344 

Dear Mr. McCure: 

Ol'FlCE OF lHE 

llEGION•L •DUINISllUTOJI 

FILE COPY· 

This is in response to your June 6, 1995, application for approval of the proposed 
modification of the Westatc Carbon-Arizona, Inc. facility located in Parker, Arizona . 
According to the application you submitted, this facility, which reactivates spent carbon, is 
subject to the National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants regulations (40 CFR 
Pan 61). 

Based on the information submitted by your office, the United States Environmental 
Protection Agency has decided to approve the proposed modification pursuant to 40 CFR 
§ 61.08. However, this approval is granted contingent with the understanding that any 
revision to the plans and specifications which may affect the amount of the hazardous air 
pollutants emitted must receive prior approvaJ from this office. 

Please be advised that this approval to modify the existing carbon reactivation facility 
is not to be interpreted as a waiver of legal responsibility for compliance with any applicable 
provisions of 40 CFR Part 61 or other applicable Federal, State, or locaJ regulatory 
requirements. 

If you have any questions concerning this approval, please contact John Kiin of the 
Air Inspection and Enforcement Section at (415) 744-1263. 

Yours, 

?1:-M~u~.L (s--
Resiona1 Administrator 

cc: Manhew Killeen, WESI 
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Arlzona Department of Commerce 

.o:nmunity.P,~fi-le 

, ·flarl<tr:~ 
Parker is on the east bank of the Colorado River, 163 miles 
west of Phoenix. The Parker "vicinity" consists of a number of 
separate but interrelated areas. There is the town of Parker. 
Parker South, the Arizona side of the Colorado river area, and the 
communities on the California side. Established in 1871, the town 
was moved some four miles north to the site of. the Atchison. 
Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad crossing. At an elevation of 450 
feet above sea level, Parker was founded in 1908 and incorpo­
rated in 1948. In May. 1982. by initiative petition. voters formed 
La Paz County from the northern portion of the former Yuma 
County. On January 1, 1983. Parker became the county seat for 
La Paz county. 

PRINCIPAL ECONOMIC ACTIVmES 

Parker's economy is based primarily on retail trade and services. 
The 11-mile strip of the Colorado River, contained between 
Parker Dam and Headgate Rock Dam, form one of the finest 
bodies of water in the country for water-based recreational 
activities. making Parker a major destination point for tourists and 
winter visitors. Motets. campgrounds, eighteen hole golf course. 
mobile home, RV Parks. restaurants. gasoline stations and con­
venience markets serve both the winter and summer visitor. 
Parker also serves as the trade center for the Colorado River Indian 
Reservatron and small towns along the Color~do River. 

Agriculture. historically the ma1or economic base of Parker, con­
tinues to contribute to the local economy. The fertile fields of the 
Colorado River yield melons. lettuce. cotton. wheat, barley and 
alfalfa. The 270.000-acre Colorado River Indian Reservation has 
been guaranteed water for irrrgation by the U.S. Supreme Court. 
The tribe operates small farms but also leases much of its land to 
large corporate farms. 

SCENIC ATTRACTIONS 

The Colorado River and its dams and lakes offer visitors to Parker 

POPULATION 

1980 1990 1994 

Parker• 2.542 2,897 2,920 
La Paz County NIA•• 13.844 16,075 
Arizona 2,716,546 3,665,228 4.071.650 
Sourcrs: Atilon~ Dt11anment of fconomoc SK\61ty and U.S. Cens1J1 Buteau 
• loci! 50UICH Hl•INte the llaO• a1u PC>PulallOI\ to be 5.335 IOI 1989. 
• • u Paz County was rstabhlohecl Ill 1983. ~ . ' . 

PARKER LABOR FORCE DATA 

1989 1990 1994 

C I'll Ii an Labor Force 1.568 1.352 1,412 
Employed 1,503 1,272 1,262 
'..Jnemployed 65 sp 150 
Unemployment Rate 4.1% c; 001. ......... ,o 10.6% 
~.ourt..e: Alizona Department or fconaruc Secumy 

a variety of water recreation activities including excellent fishing 
for bass. crappie. bluegill. catfish. trout, and frogging during 
season; speed boat racing, golf. tubing and swimming. Parker 
Dam. the deepest dam in the world. has self-guided tours daily. 

There are two state parks and one county park in the Parker area. 
Buckskin State Park. 11 miles north of Parker. has acres of green 
grass and shade trees. River Island State Park has 26 campsites. 
day-use areas and boat launches. La Paz County Park. eight miles 
north of Parker. has campgrounds. showers. a launching ramp, 
baseball diamond.tennis couns and 1,000 feet of waterfront. 
hook-ups and dump station. 

A museum containing an extensive collection of locally crafted 
Indian artifacts. includrng Chemehuevi basketry, Mo1ave pottery, 
Indian beads and jewelry, is operateQ by the Colorado Indian 
Tribes. 

GROWTH INDICATORS 

1990 .!2!! 

.. 

.. 

1994 

Taxable Sales (S) 31.702.250 31,061.000 31,915.950··· 
Postal Receipts •m 637.147 
New Bldg. Permits Issued•• 104 
Public School Enrollment 2.332 
Net Assessed Valuation 

m 1, .297. 761 

• Postal 1ece1pu ~•e foi fiscal yea•. 
•• TownofPaiker 

686.367 
124 

2.622 

12,182,162 

• • t 994 1ax 111e va11es. rate useo is 101 most transaruoru . 

711,998 
103 

2.667 

12.892.029 
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~ Parlcer 

0 ,•lP#;l•iritf;bfijp#;Qt.I•fii$i¥iij•IJ4fl'hfft,J~ • 

~mona State Tax 
:ommun1ty College 
: aunty Fire District 

~ 
S0.47 

1.92 
0.07 

1993 1994 

S0.47 S0.47 
2.21 2.22 
0.10 .10 

2.78 3.00 2.90 County'--~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
:ounly Total 
'arker Unified #27 
T own of Parker 

Total 

S5.24 
3.30 

.00 

S8.54 

;ource: ArizoN Tu llest•<h fOW!CllliOn 

S5.78 S5.69 
4.94 4.83 

.00 .00 

S10.72 S10.52 

NOie: Propeny IU in AliZON ii based on ISla1l!d ...WIOI wbdl is less 1hln 
mart.ti value. Therefore. ii is no1 pas1illll 10 campu1t !Mes lor 1 paniaAr 
piece ol prcpeny &llstd on a- runberS. 

COMMUNITY FACIUTIES 

0 arker·s community facilities include one museum. two libraries and 
he Colorado River Indian Tribal Museum. The recreational facilities 
nclude six area parks, an indoor theater. a rodeo arena. a senior citizen 
center. one 18 hole golf course. an-olympic size swimming pool, two 
lighted tennis courts. a recreation center. a golf driving range and 
.everal basketball, handball and badminton courts. 

Communication. In addition to communication resources from the 
rest nf lhe state. Parker has three vveekly newspapers. The Parker 
'" The Gem, .and The Sun Times. a local AM radio station, and 
vv-. ..al television stations. along with several radio and television 

; from Lake Havasu. Blythe. Phoenix, Yuma and Tempe. Many 
t< .••.• ion channels are via cable and satellite. including one sports 
hannel. one educational channel, one religious channel. one movie 
hannel and Home Box Office. 

Educational. There are four schools in the Parker Unified School 
l1strict and six schools 1n La Paz County. Parker has two preschools. 
in acuve Head-Start program and NAU Extension courses. Arizona 
.Vestern College. a fully accredited two-year community college es· 
:abhshed 1n Yuma m 1961, has a campus at the La Paz Center in Parker. 
The center offers more than 70 courses each semester. In adddition 
o degree and vocational programs, courses can be designed to meet 
pec1f1c needs of the community or businesses. 

Medical. There is one hospital with 39 beds; physicians. dentists. 
hiropractors. and one naturopathic are also available. Ambulance 
erv1ce is provided by Parker Ambulance Service wllh three vehicles. 

and CRIT·AIR, charter air ambulances. The hospital has a helicopter 
oad. 

inancial. There are five financial institutions with eight local offices 
in the area. Further. La Paz County businesses are eligible for assistance 
1n financing fixed assets through the Strateg1C Finance Division of the 
,rizona Department of Commerce. 

jovernmental. The Town of Parker is governed by a mayor. six 
council members and a town manager. There 1s a sheriff"s department. 

local police department. and a fire department with aboUt 30 
olunteers. 

Airport. The residents of Parker have access 10 the Avi·Suqu1lla 
.\ ·"' which has one 4.800-foot hard surface. lighted runway. 

.1 radio. fuel and ground transportation. 

industrial IVoperties. The T.own of Parker has an industrial park 
:cned for hght and heavy industry, wl!h sites ranging from five to 3S 
cre5. Contact the Parker Economic Development Office for further 
:formation. 

The Arizona & California Railroad Company, Ltd. has two parcels 
available for industrial development. A 15-acre parcel is adjacent to 
the railroad in Parker and has all utilities. The other parcel is 100 acres 
in the annexed area known as Parker South. Contact the Railroad at: 
1301 Czlifornia Avenue. Parker. AZ 85344 or the Chamber of Com· 
merce. 

The Colorado River Tribes own a 100-acre industrial park in Parker. 
Parcels range in size from 2.7 to 12 acres. and all utilities are available. 
There is also easy access to truck. rail and air transportation. For funher 
information, contact the Colorado River Tribal Council. Parker. AZ 
85344, (520) e69·9211 or Parker Area Chamber of Commerce. 

Utllities 

Electricity: Arizona Public Service 
Bureau of Indian Affairs 
Southwest Gas Corporation 
Contel Telephone Company 
Municipal 

(520) 669-2248 
669-7111 

Natural Gas: 
Telephone: 
Water: 
Sewer: Joint Venture 

(800) 821-1989 
669-6454 
669-9265 
669-9821 

Lodging and Meeting Facilities. There are 23 motels with 426 units 
and six meeting facilities with the largest seating 600 persons: also 40 
mobile and RV parks with 4.289 units plus campgrounds for tent 
camping. 

INEATHER 

-· ,._..,. ·-· -· Ttmpet •bft ("F) Totol Ttmpor•bftt"Jl TOUI 
o..i, o..i, PrKtprllllOft DOiiy o..i, ,,., ..... 

Mon I/I Mila. Min. (lnCl\Hl Monl/I Mila. Min. (lnelln) 

Jal"llWY 67.3 37.1 0.53 August 106.7 78.2 0.56 
f et>ruary 72.9 41.7 0.32 Septemt>er 102.S 70.2 0.26 
M.irch 78.7 46.6 0 52 October 91.4 57 8 0.29 
Apnl 87.0 Sl.6 0.22 Novtml>er 77.5 44 9 0.32 
M.1y 9S.3 61.9 0.03 Otcemt>er 68.3 38.1 0.46 
June 103.3 69.6 0.01 
July 108.6 78.8 0.30 YHI 88.l. 56.S l.82 

A~~' Toral Snow. Slftt and~·• Mn~ Tract (8a~ on a 30-yt• .-191) 

This profile was prepared by the Arizona Department of Commerce 
Communication and Research Division in cooperation with the Parker 
Area Chamber of Commerce and the Town of Parker. 

For further information. contact: 

Parker Area Chamber 
of Commerce 
1217 California Avenue 
P 0. Box 627 
Parker, AZ 85344 
(520) 669·2174 

Town of Parker 
1314 11th Street 
Box 609 
Parker. AZ 85344 
(520) 669-9265 

Bulk orders and complete sets of profiles may be obtained at moderate 
cost from the Arizona Department of Commerce by calling (602) 
280-1321. 

Arizona Department of Commerce 
3800 N. Central Ave .• Ste. 1400 
Phoenix. AZ 85012 
(602) 280-1321 
FAX: (602) 280· 1305 

Reproduction of rhis publicac10n for commercral use is prohibiced by A.R.S. 
39· I 2 I. Permission ro repnnr may be granred upon wnrren requni ro rhe 
.:i.nzona Deparrmenr of Commerce. 6195 
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Colorado River Indian Reservation 
lands are in .Arizona (225,995 acres) and California (•1,696 
acres). Tribal lands are low arid desert and r~r bottom with 
abrupt mountain ranges. The Colorado !liver ptowides 90 mHes 
of shoreline run"ing nonh to south along the reselv.ltion. 

In 1864, Charles tiebrhle Poslon, the fim Indian superintendent 
for Jlrizona. selected me arra as Arizona's second lndial" reser· 
va1ion. It was established Marc:h 3. 1865, for the '"Indians or said 
river C1nd iu tributaries ... The Mohiii-..e have inhabited the area for 
centuries, while rnembers of the Chernehuevi, Hopi, and l"avajo 
tribes relocated to the reservation later. 

The ·incorporated community of Par\;ar is located on and sur­
rcunded by reservftion llrids. /4. second (omrnunity. Poston, is 

· icxated on the reservation. 20 miles south of Parker. 

PRINOPAL fCONOMIC AcnvmES 

The r"8Nation ecotlOITI'/ is centered around agriculture. rtcrea· 
1ion. government and light industry, whic:h is e1panding. Tl'le 
fenile riwer·bortam IC1nds and a"ailable Wilter allow lnig1ted 
agriculture whic:h produces canon, alfalfa, •a!, feed grains, 
lenuce. and melons. Appiimlmately 84,500 acres are now under 
cultivation and another SO.SOD are available for dtYelcipment. 

The Colorado River is tf1I! basis of an estabrtshed recreation and 
toutism industry. Marinas. lodging fac;ilities., food and beverage 
establishments, beaches, mobile home parb, and cabanas have 
been built. Rec:realional development leases and ho~site leaSl!s 
are available. In "ddhicn, the Blue Wau:r C:asino opened in April 
1995 and employs over 250. 

POPULATJOl\I 

~ .!!!! ~ 
Colorado River Indian 

Reservation (membe11) 2.504 3,03S 3.127 
La Paz Couniy 12.557 13,844 16.075 
.Arizona 2.716,546 3,665.228 4,071.650 
Slua!s; Ait-.. IJl:panm.- of kormmic s.o.by. u.s: c-. 8uruu; CatndO 

_,.. 1'11i1n Ttllle, l'nrClllnent ~ ~ Sudstlr.ll ae.ilw. ,,,.._ 
LABOR FORCE DA TA 

BIA EQS PAGE 

FLAGSTAFF 

SCENIC ATTRACTIONS 

The Colorado Riller, dams and lakes, is the reservallon's greatest 
recreational and scenic attraction. I.ates Moavafya and Havasu 
are formed tiiehind Headgate and Parker Dams. Fadides for 
swimmers, boate15 and water·slc.iers may ~ found along ~he 
shoreline. Fishing fot trout, stripped bass. bass, catfish, crappie 
and bluegill is eu:eQent in \he river. Dove. quail. waterfowl, rabbit 
and predator huntin9 is exc:ellent. Reser.1ation hunting and frsh­
ing permits are required. 

Tribal occupation of the area is e11idenced by petroglyphs, picte> 
graphs. ancient trails and inta~lios. The Tribal Museum and 
library attempt to presenre and interpret the heritage of ead'I of 
the four tribes of the reservation as well as the general history of 
the aria. Through the Museum, the tn"bes maintain tWO national 
historic: sites. the Old Mohave Presbyterian Mission and the Old 
Arilona frontier cornmuriity of I.ii Paz. Arizona. The:se are open 
ta the public. 

GROINTH lNDICA TORS 

.!!!!! .!!!! 
Postal Rec:eipts ts)• 

~ 

(Parker) 637, 147 686,367 ,, 1,998 

Parker Unified 
Schoo(Oisui~ 2.332 2.&22 2,667 

"Ponal ltQ!pa •• rar r~ ,e•. 

. ·--· --·---="=-=--=::::::;;;i:im 
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) 

The sme of p.mana dges not taJC lnd"ian la"ds and 1ncrian-<Mined 
propeny on reservations. lnc0rrtes of Indians residlng on reservations 
are not tned by the State if whoUy derived from reservatian sources. 
The Federal GCJYernment does not e11empt indNidual Indians from 
income ot other federal ta.es. .,,dian people of Alilana are also 
ei;empt from stat• and local sales ta.es Of'I consumer goods purchased 
on the re5el"lltion, unlii:ss such uiaes ~ imposed by the in'bal got· 
emment. HO\Mi!"9r. Vie State of Arizona CDll«U tai.:es from rescrvatii:ln 
residenrs Ol"I sales of gasoline, electricity. natural gas, al'ld telephone 

Thfl Colorado !'iver Indian· Rtservatian offers a wide r1nge of com"'u· 
nitv facilities i"cluding a library•museum. two gymnasiums. two parb, 
two baseball diamonds, a fairgrounds, cammunity center. rCldeo 
grounds. and a marina with trailer park. beaches. cabanas, and pidlic 

area. 
Special events include National Indian Days and Miss lndi~n ArizoM 
Pageant in September and All-Indian Rodeo in December. 

Communlatlon. In add'ition to coinmunieatian resources from the 
rest or Uie state, the community has a local area weekly newspaper, 
radio stations from take H,vasu City. one local television channel from 
Parker, and elewn additional chaMtls via gbll! and satelAte. 

Educational. All reservation children attending local public schoals 
attend the Parker Unified SchCIOI Oistria. 

Arizoria Western College (in l'1.1ma) end Nonhern Arizona UnioJersity 
(in Flagstaff) offer extension course! at the Parker High.Schoel and the 
Tribal Educational Sel""ice Center. 

Medle1I. There is ooe hospital witl'I 20 beds and laboratory, X·tay, 
emergency room facilities, four physidlflS, one dentist, MYl!n commu· 
riilY health represen1atives. two field 1'1Uf$e5, a health educatar, and a 
sanitarian il\l'ailable. Additional med"ical fadli~ and services are av1il· 
able in Parker. · 

I. . 

Fin.andal. There are fi~ financial instltutions'with loeill brard1 offices 
\aca\ed in nearby Parker. For infomialion about state financial pro­
grams, cornac:t the Arizona Dipartment af Commerce. (602} 280-
13~ - . 

Governmental. The community Is gC11111rned by • chairman, Yice 
chairman. and l:ouncil members. There is a local polk• depanment 
and ii fire depa""'ent with 27 "°lunt~. 

Alrport. Rl!sidents haw: access to the Avi SUquiDa Airport which has 
a lighted, •.BOO-foot runway, UllllCOM. radio and fuel. 

lndusutal Prop•rti•s. 'The 140-acrt Colorado Riller Tribes Industrial 
Park is fully impn:wed with pawd street.. all utilities and rail, air. and 
highway access. Contact the Colorado River lndliln Tn'bes Remurces 
Developme~t ComminH. · 

.. 

Utllltle1 
EleCUkity. 

Natural Gas: 
Telephone: 

Bureau of IM'ian Affairs 
Arizona Public Sel'W:e 
South....,.St Gas Corporation 
Coniinental Telephone C:o. 

(520) 669·7173 
66g..22'8 
669·2228 
669-2221 
669·921 \ 

Water: 
Sewer: 

CRIT Regional Water System 
Jointly operated by Tribes and Parker 

WEATHER ,... ..... ,. --· ....... 
,*""lll'_t'f) 1GUI ,_ ...... "" 1.W 

lilanlh 
Dllr ....., ,,...,.._ ... Doill' 

_....., 
MA ... ift. P"'!S MGnlll 

,. ... ...... """"' 
MMry '7.l 37.I D.SJ .NJ9Ull \Dfl.7 71.1 o.5' 
,......., 7Z..t 

,,_, Ul s.n-- 102.s )0.2 0.21 

Much 11.7 ... & •O.Sl QdDber ''·' S7.I D.21 

,Apll .,.o su D.2J NCl'fllllblS 71.5 ..... o.n 
.., ,,., &U o.oJ '*l!lllblr 61.J )&.\ D.U 

lllNI 10i.il 159.6 0.01 

Julr \DI.& 78.I IUD Yt• IB.3 56.S U2 

A'll!l'llgt tlllll ~. 5IRt lnll t4'8 Annully. TllCI 

5'lua: 
....-~ l!l!paning 51111111\. .,.dol •25 ft. 

This profile waJ prepared by the Arizona Depanment of Commerce 
Communication and Research OMsion in cooperation with the C~ 
rado River Indian Tribes Planning Depanment. 

For further information, contact 

Colorado ~r lnc:fian Tribes 
Rt 1 • Box 23·1 
Parker. AZ 85344 
(520) 669·9211 

Bulk ordttS ind complete •ts of profi\as may be obuiined at maderate 
cost from the ArilDNI Department of Commerce by calling (&all 

280-1321. 

Arizona Department of Cornmerce 
3800 N. Central Ave., Ste. 1400 
Phoenbl. /41.15012 
(602) Z80-1321 
'FAX:. (&02) 280· 1305 

Rrproduc!iofr of rhir pt.1"1ic•riotl fot commrrcial U5I! Is prohibi'tt!d by AllS. 
~ f :11. f'tnniSSion ID rwprinf IN"f be J18flred upon lfllrinen lllQlollPSf to IN 
~ aepamnenrof conunen:e. . 6'95 
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[QUIPllOIT UST: 
t-l 1IWCSPOll1DI 
t-4 'llWCSl'Olt'ltll 
CT-I CllOl,llC: 10!0 
Ii-I tMa!Oll HCl'P'!l' 
Ii-: CNlllON ~ 
KTlH t£A T EXDWICO 
,._, SClllllDI l'IU 
l'-4 llEC"llU W.l 10I P\M' 
l'-5 ll£C'la..E WA rot llllM' 
l'-4 fl.10I l'llESS i'IJllP 
,_ 7 l"llOC[SS w l'l.'111' 
l'-t SUP~ 
l'-10 ~ l'IAI' 
,._,, IOUJI rm l'IAI' 
l'-13 H2S04 1'11E .. NIO ll[lDllC PIM' 
l'-14 H2S04 1V'IE .. NG ll[lDllC l'IAI' 
l'-IS 11.lGH 1111E llCS NCI llC1lllllC '11\PS 
l'-11 coct.JIC 11110 CltC. P\111' 
l'-18 SUP l'\W 
S- l CNtllOI stllltACIE TAHIC 
S-l CNlllON STaw:E TAI« 
5-4 CADOIC S1aw:t: TAllC 
T-1 Sl'O(f CMllCll S1alA« TNIC 
T-1 9'0IT CNtlOll S1QIA« TAllt 
T-5 9'0IT CAltlCll S'RllUGE TN« 
T-4 9'0IT CA1t1C11 S1QtM:t TN« 
T-t lllEC"llU w,\ltJI S1QIA« TAI« 
r-n l"llOC[SS w STtlllM:C TNIC 
T-ll R!'.C"llU WA 10I S1alA« TN« 
T-17 E~MJZA 'DOI TANK 
¥-1 DICUO PUlE SET1UJI 
¥- l fl. '!El Pll[S::; 
'llS-1 ACllVA1DI CAllllOI loDSCIUIDI 

I. llCS DllAlllCG llQJIDQ alWQIOl1S ~ H Fl.a..._ 
lHAT I/fl. ODll'T fllCll P9lofTillc: UllD£Jt YllrlO.:: 
PROVISIONS r1F ~ DATA lllUTED 1V 1HESC 
CXlll'CllOm IS l'llOYl>El> FOii IRllllA'llCllUL ~ 
NIO £.\SE " lt['ll(W GM. T, NII 'NT /llf£. NOT F.EJClC 
111 ICCCllC llECUU.m> OlWl'CllOtS rs H ~s 
•AS'IE r ACUTY. 
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